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3rfiRj^nF 
6-R^, 2003 

PiUlfgcb MldHOtft'Srfwi 

i4/9/2002--i»^.-gif 1995 if gaiRRi>fg|d 
1975 gTt ETRT 9g>(5) 3 ik (xnfer g^fgsft ^ 

^ gg 3 ng>?R ijg ^?Tg?nr aik f^rakw) fi i g^icic^, 1995 g^r 
sgrg if nj: 

1. Pl*-if^Rgd f^oiRfti gg gicR fegr ggi %;- 

(i) PiR'c ill(ticpi<) ( 1 k% 515 ^ gig- gif^i^f gj^ gg| ^ % gif 1995 if 

wfkfrf^ aiUtkm, 1975 g 5 t gm 9g>(5) gfk 

(gifer g^jggff g 5 t x|ggig_ ^ q idd'fi^ ^gg? gg 

3 ng 5 g(g gg m?DT, 3 fk srf^ krakg) 1995 ^ gqjgd f^Rntf 

^ Jirf^Fgg^ ^ 1 ^gig> -4 ktdHi, 1997 ^ ^ g |y(i|g> gi 8 lj 
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21 1997 ^ StI^RJxRT ^0 85/97, 19 

TfT^. 1998 ^ ^0 14/1/1996-'^28 

3Tte, 1998 ^ ^ri^rq^cRT ^0 13/98 ^ 

&R4)^f^ch ^Rl^) ^ ^IFTKft W mc^'<ltyf cFlT^ ^ ^ ^ 
3TTcr?^rwT ^ ^ ^ ^W'Si^Rr^ 

cblR^IT J|UKM (Rr% ^ ^ Vjiivfnr) ^ Rf^rtfcRT 

^ ^ ^ t I Rw*t ^ f^o 3 fR ^ 

^ -^ R rar ^ ^ 3T2M ^ % PrirtfcRT ^ ^ 

Mldc[Rl ' ^ R4i4> 13 3f^g^, 1998 ^ R"li^ 12 

1998 ^ "^tO 7/2/98-^N^^ ^ ^ ^ alR 3lRl*l 

mRu I R 16 1999 ^ 3fR^Rld I 

^ Rdic5 29.5.2000 ^ syR'qpHT "^fO 26/1/98-'^^^41 

^ ^ ^ 3 fR cf)|R^i ^ '^\£i^ ^ 3 imid 1 

me-Rr^St ei^iR ^ RiH>iR?[ ^ sJt i 

(ii) yiRchi^) ^ Rr#w 3TR^ 'JtRr ^ ^ TTynr^f, 

3RTmT^ m^tRrt 22 M, 2002 ^ ^di^vjiR^ ^gp^rr ^ 
syRrgRrd Rnrr ^ 1995 ^ syRRm, 

1975 ^ ^ cTFd 3yHrR-29 ^ ^ ^RM^^f^cp v-Ri^ 

^ OTfTTdt ^ ^ ^r ^ ^ ^ ^ RnrtfcTd smr ^ 3 ^ ^‘t 1 

(iii) yiRi 4 >i^l % ^ ^ 5 n?T 

Pi^yRchj (Rr^ ^ ^ 71^ urm ^ ^ 3fR 

XJ^/^rWtT >H^ l d^ ^ ^ 3fR Rrw 6(2) ^ 3T5^ ^ 
3T^^-3T^^ fcT^ r^R^d ^ ^ 5r^ Wt ^ ^ 3TW? R^ I 

(iv) MlRchl^) ^ "^THd ^i" TRf^ vid^ld ^ ^iNIctcpI (Rtd^ sjfR M6el 

^ ^ Wd ^ 3TJdR xjTfeW f) 'dl4vJlRcp g^xjdl ^ xpp>-TT^ ^tR 

3lk ^ ^ R5^ % RRPT 6(2) ^ xy^ X^fRt ^ ^ 

dT?r^ ^ ^ncfRy RR ^ fciR^d ^ R^r tr^ ^ 

$ I 

(v) Rw 6(2) R 3rjHK xirm ^trh R^xj ufR ^ R^ 

^ ^ ^pRT# cR ^ Tyf 3fk 3r3#T RRT W R^ t 3R%- 
^ ^ ^ ^jrRr RrjR^/wtr^ ^ ^ R^^ t R^rtRd 

^TfRRR ^ M^HNcfl ^ ^ I w R^ldcp ^ ^Tuf ^ 
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^ cTsit imra^ ^ TT 35 Ji 1 % 1 ^r?m 6(3) ^ arg^TR ^ ^ ^ 
■IcnrgTO ^ ^ I ir?Rf tM ^ 

^“'Sl^l^mi ^ JTRf pTT an I 

(vi) '^g?qTcr T?n ^nRjc<f> ^ it t % sTfte fenr w % i 
wixT ni 3Tnf6r 'df^d ft'id itn W ^ nRn i nra 

nij armrat ^ afli i i 

(vii) sriaTcpr^ % finn 6 ( 3 ) ^ 3?g?fR, mcr fintcrai 3fR i?fr 
^ ^aMi'Hl cfi srt^Rjxfnr n5t Trgi pf^ pcir gi 1 

(viii) Mii?i<t>i^l i finn 6(4) ^ srgw 'nw wiNcf^i^l pra ^ W 
finInni/WTTnni ni PWldctt iit I 

(ix) finn 6(4) ^ arjnR, nrn ^ 

3t l ^ l d4 i/ p^w ^J |' 5 ir, qiRlchichflt SRI ^PeW 

ar, gi p^HNctt ivfr nt I fn p^ni^ct) nn ^HrR/yfprant arrarw 

^^-■OTT f^o, ni fic^ i it I 

(x) RcIITO f^O (3TR3TltlM), itiH 

n5RpR?Rr PT?is fciRii-d 3ft7 ^'d'tt wni -si^^i ^*<^0 nto f^o, 
^ ^ srfcT wir wpcpiit ^ nt I 3TR sni w iRf a^ncFr ni 
^ wnn/sif^ oiH*i^ p^ gft nt 1 nni ^siin % ^3 ?pk 
it^TPit ^ ^niar i cnw-Wr^-wnnpit njfcr 1 

(xi) w ^ PRcT i >cidJi44 ^ 5^wn cfrnn, Rmtni pi fiai ciRm 
gi WTT gRi ipRt grRarrlpcT, ^ gi it wnn gng g 5 t nt gfr 
^OTRTRranT ^fitfHT Ri^P# (itppil) sfr? grRrgggrtit srt ppgg 
grrgg^Rt pp arraiRg aJt i 

(xii) Tnfr ?^g 5 psigppt gi 3 TPi- 3 jpi figR fintg^ 23 sigggp, 2002 gi 
itRagxfR pp ppgg gRi gn argpR ferr w I pt# psi^ ^ arfto 
fcfRiT pgr fi? t 3TPi-3TPi sjcrt figRt gi tcrRan wr i gi gR i 1 
psigpi gi g? ^rtf it pf afr fi? i sip^ffiM psrgpi srt oppp 
figRT gi pi^ pg^g g^i afR prpgg apingp, pfi gif sigg g5i 1 

(xiii) PTfSrgpit i Rm 6(7) ^ ar^pR, fiRnp psiggi irt pp^ 
PTSP gp arpTPitg ppttR miRip>i ^1 frt ggrf pf priRtig^ ppFcT pp 
ppRsi gRFPT afR pstgpi g> li^tsRnat agRT pst I 
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(xiv) 16 ^ StffTR, ?=T PlWfj'il ^ ^PS^/:SmR ^51 

9 2003 vpfrai ^ I 

(xv) 3iRi'(j;^-Tr ir ^ 3?Rni t ft» 

<hn^tn 3iraK ^ cim w Hii^r<f>i^ israf f^nnit ^ ^ ^ 

^ 11 

(xW) yrttf g5t 3ra1?r f^'Hicp 1 2001 % 31 2001 ^ 1 

aii<iiti^1, >i<i>cwi tWT 

^ f^rtR 3it? mRicbiH 5RI <j>ra 

2 . R P ft ^ 5ra>r^ SRT fenR h<w;^ I^<jx>»i-^ ^ t i 

^ ftR ftxU'ii H<h<;q ^ ^ ft t 3fr? 

qcPCT ^ qc^-df if vidian w t, vi?i cra> % Piqqi^'ffl'f <i*id t ^ 

% qrq^ m 5mm t, 53^ ^ 3m^ %?nq>r if xrat ^ ^ t i 
qsmJt^ gm fliiT "mr fmit «tra, ^ g>lf ^fW w, ^ ’k? 

f|>;mnt»i if 53^ ''x ftxTR ftmr w % I 

fmhra> ^«T ^ ^ 

3. ^[1^ M i |gi4 >r ^ % t^qmp 19.3.1998 g5f srf^ aifir^pRi ifio 

14/1/96 3ik ddl!?^ ^ f^qra> 29.5.2000 ^ affir^qi 130 26/2/98- 

^ arg^Ror ^ ^ud^^l^ i-qr , Wfiim alf? ani#>3 ^ ^ ansmi 

ggt R - q^R i^ ^ ^R>60I^4> ^ ^ ijfnmr) ^ 

aimrat w cmnj ■qti nidd'^i^ ^cg> ^ Piuil^a* ^nftefi 3 jr*t ^ l w Rn>rt^m> 
^5fT 22.5.2002 aiRrq^ w i4/9/2002-^4\q^ gRf ajrm g5f 
M I 

R. ^pfH 

4. liim if Rqixi^q wm ^ tRq^f^ ilRra (i^r ^Mfij % qm ^ 

<3teRm t afrf i3ira if gm^ ^ 
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5. iMir ^ 1975 ^ 

2917.36 3!k 3TciraT, anjil-dl 29173600 ^ ^ 1%^ ^ t 1 

Tjg? a^dH^d WS7 #7 ^ ^ 13jW i^ra^T Fzim 

(#iw?’), 'trtcTJ^ r^idl^icr TJT^ (%rq>^), 
^ 3iW tftfeR^ fihdl^e ^ ft>o>T 

^r #raT t I 

6. ifr^Ty g?! ^HNH wrr^ (#1J^) t I 

\i0Hlc; ^ ^T f5x(i'<itfld % I ^ vJ^wl ^ dtP*Tlcpl 

fcfWJT ■'Jd 3ik ^3^ 'dlHI!^c<*> ail&^xRTSff JRfd t I WcT 

^ 1995 ^ ■^TSIRrM^ ^R95 3rt?rf%^, 1975 ^ EIRT 9gj(5) ^ 

cT?cT ^SIT t, 3RT; yil^|c5l51 g>I 7}^ t % RxllTlsft^ WIT^ ^ 

^RRT ^JSillvjM'd'W ijd \Jlid dt^ ^ TTlRld % I 

7. ^WPT ^ g5t mRh [?T 7i^ 2(7r) 7t 7JF ^ t % ^mPT 

g>T Tjgj ^ % t ^ 3Jr^ % Wif ^ 3I#!T vMr 

TIT ^mPT ^ aisrar ^ grg ^ anrra ^r ^ ^ % t l^'H<t> 'gw 
ylttr ^ 3!Tj^T ^ ^ Wl5t t I TWI^ ^ ^ 

ti%iM ^ !T8T»T qpT % Ti^ t fe Tmm grg Tsitcr ^ ^ ^ 

HW % TIWT TIT TI^ #ft xnflq I TTJim ^ ^ Tf ^ 

P l RxId ^ % ?nPTcT ^ ^ fe ?7 cR? % 'HH'W tit gTfWt ^ 3T*M 
^r TiitTr ^ 31#^ grgsit % f^rat ^cR% yui<iicfl t l ^ hw gipj^ ^ 
airntd ^hirt grg ^ ^ ouRgn ^ 1 c7t?‘ ^ si^til^ifcr ^r‘ ?ie? ^ nsWt 
aidJRf TifrgTjtd t I tif PiI^cik t' fe srjqf^if^ ^r' ^ ^ 'Sitn ^ 
?TT trf^«?i ir ^RFRT #RT ft? ^ ^mFI ^ ^ ddlidd TIR% ^T^' 
TI^; t tit ?T^ 1 ^ ^ 3FR wrm ^ ^ ddIKd 3P^ WT 

^ifm gft t gg gipjg giftraJifM g?r gie? ^ ^ ^r ^ grgsit 
g^ ’ft gnftcT g5T% gft aiggft ^ t ftn^ ■gw gggft fteft t i Hiftg>ifl g^r 
^grw t ft? gTsg gitg ^ ^twg •D'^h< 5) g»r yidgMt gfrg ^ ^ftif ^r wwig grg 
^ wi ■*f ■gpTT grir zn ggtft? gg ^ g^ air gfr ^ 

ftgftt-Tjcftt grg g?r ■ggngg g?g gfi aii i gtv|?T ftwtrigi ^^pften jnftg?i^ 
TiF gig gtg g?ft t ft? sir anf ggi gig g?frg t gfr ^ 
fteft-? 5 cft grg g?r ggirgg g?g ^fi t i i^iftig, giftwft ^igift t ft? g^ 
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vjsim gRi vj<s)i(^d iMtj cpt ^ ?nfirci ^rair ^ '^r atraif^d 
JIRT ^ I 


<HHI Mch ^TRf f^-^T»TT (?■) f^O ( 3lljaiRlj«^<ol), ^ cfe 

fitWR 


8. ^ W RfStfeRT (t.) t^O, (OT^aiRW^) ^ 5f^ dRdT f 
fcp 'Mg Mitw Man nn n? nmcfT w stdiyRui t I M 

g^ fi'^i^cwR'd cfMt fMM (MgngcT) gRr g5t nt firanw ^ 
^rnnR CR ij?r nnraT anirn fMr w Mg ^ mgg nn aMr cRTRit 
w Mnr nsrMiRT nmn wng MM aM Mr nn grar fMr ngr I ’JcT 
vwtn 4 nrsn nn RraM Mg ^ arryR n? fM nm nrgM M 

goW Mn^ (wn ■rr gnfM Mn) Mj Mm gg anEnRn 

sn I 5gr nnng, MM gnwmn? Mi Mg ^ Mi arm^ ark afN gfil 
'jeMMm ^ M Mr ^r 'Mrg ^ grmiggi ^o Rent'd 
(afRantgcT) M Rrwgeit 1995 ^ Rm 2 (^) ^ Mm g5t 

'tIMjt ii gnfM M Rmn w MM ^ Mtg ^ armrani t i RMn 
aiRantgeT M ^ nMnt ir MM namiR nsir w Mm ^ gMm 
<nmM gig if Mt w gm t I Mnm mM Mj Mm g>t gk gm i ^ 
<iTR3Trtgcr M Mtct cfRgT gi M giggi ggg^ g?! t gn1%g t fgran 
jgigR 'yRyi ^ g cfjcict cTPj gg^jg ^ ugg^yt ^ ai^ggg % | 

9 . ant^TTgggrgnr ^r 4 o arRanlg^ g>r fgr fMkg> gri^tan mM Mj 

\jgfm gag if fcRng {Mf vjii^ gg Rgitj ng>c fMir graft 13% ^joi cr>Rgi4 

mftcT g^ ftmi gm an I ijoi mM g5t ftM gRRfeiRiyl ^ MmR 
Mangggig^ n? gmM f fti M Rmkgi grftan ^r Mm g>t gftgmr 
i;an M gMt ^ fM ^r ggRmr nMt M nn gmnft fM ^k^ Mm aft 
’:rRnnn ft aiifftd ft gft ftmi nm t afk am Bg gift aft, nfr ak^ Mm an 
M ft, M gnfftcT gft fMn nm t I 

-lo. Mangggrgar n? nggn anggi ariftr t fti gman gftn ^aaa aiftftam 
1995 aft mgr 9a>(5) ft amn angn aM gm^ gag ft ragman mgr 9ai(5) afk 
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5(1) ^ ^ 1%^ t 3fl? 5^ 1995 ^ 31^^ 11.4, 

3T5^ 5.8 3.2 ?TSrT 31^^ 3.7 ^iT ^3c5W=T ^ t, ^ STH^ 

^'ilillibl ^f ^ t I 

11. Ruikcb ^rttSfT ’TF?^ ^ $RtF 3rtSrf^, 1995 ^ STRT 

9^(5) ^ ^ ^ 3TRIT W t, qfr jra5R t;- 

gRT ^ g?g cpmt qgr ^ gq> q?^ ^ 

qif fegr qqr #, cnnq ^ q?t gr^ ^ 5 qi^ q5t srat?! ^gqjqr 

^ qq qrqqg fsn qpq qnw; 

qqit % ^ qrqqqq gft qq? qqqq ^ qf qra #r ^ ^qqj q^r 
qniRr ^ ^ qiqq 3flq srf% qft gqqi^ qr ?qT^ eipj q% q?^ 
qft qFnqqr q?^ t 11 % qrqq qrqq qq qtq q^ q?t srqcft aiqUr 
^ q^ qq qiq5qT t 3flq siq# 3iq1?J ?qT qqqq q^ 
qf qrqqjql^ ^ 3n^ q5t ^ c^pj ^ i 

q. 4?i^ q? qr?r q)Tf qnffqq qtg qqf q5t ^sqq 3iqf& ^ qqivi 

?t% ^ q?^ 311^ q?r q^ 3flq ^ 3 ^ ^qr srqflr q5t qrqrf^ ^ 

q?^ ijq qff ftjqi qqr qt ^ f^if^ ^r qrqqM ^cq> 3<l^cbdH 
qq> qif q5t siqt^r ^ ^ qn?tm ^ MRuiiq 3n% qq> cq^ 

q^ I 

12. q^Ff 1995 ^ qqgq# qq^ 3ig^ 11.3 ^r qfr ?qT qqqq 

%:-' ^qraitp 1 qsiT 2 qq ^q^ qf ^ fq ^ qjqqM 

qq PiyRui qqr^ cTPJ ^ qtq q^ ^ qrq q5t dl'Jl'ia (qi ^qiqTq> 2 ^ cI 5 cf 
?RT ^ qnflqq ^ qqi^ qrtiqq ^f qiqq qr qrf^ ^ q»r q>qq 

qqr 3i«iqT ^qr ^qraiq? ^ q^q) ^ q# ^ qjq qqj qjfSiqqfM ^ qqr 

qrlRq ^ q?^ 3iq% 3nq q5t q^ qr^ ^f PigRui qff #r sigqr qqr 

qRtqi q?^ qstrf^q qrqqjqt^ ^ #qq qiitq sm sisiqr qqrqJt stR % 
qq 31^^ ^ qqipijq ^ecF Rra^Rq q# feqi qqr # qrqqq ^ 

qiqq qgr «rf% qq^qf^ qr qqjq>t gqqiff% tit q?^ q>t qhqqqr t 1 
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13, EJM 9 11.3 ^ ^ 

^TfT fip gra 9^5(5) ^ cl?w ^iIPlclT 3n^ ^ 'H'^<hK ^ 

^ ^ ^irafip arjE^ 11.3 jnw=T t jnl^rafjitM g>r ti? ?ra 

cfT^ cf^ cmT=% ^ ^HTiTO ^ mRuiH'M'W tmr «rf% 

TIT ^ ^ widHi ^ I #»iR[c^ 3riirf%TFr, 

1995 ?WT 1995 ^ UIRr^iIM ^ Tt? PlR^d ^5^ TITI %It 
Tnj t % TIPI^ aiRTT g5i!% ^ TI5^ T^Fra>I% TRU THWt ^ MTlIkidl TJ? 
R?j^di ^ mm m TRi/Rnik m tiitt | 

^IcBCTI f^g^-TRI ^ gi5 3I|4 ^I<II^<H^cI SRI »nj 


14. d5t f^iRr cmr ^ipih wn^ ^ ^ q? 3ii|3)K<^<m{<H 

?Ti Twi ir 11?^ ttxj 3nRr Pi^<n ^ ^I?trt' f ajk 3II^r 

t Rm 5 ( 4 ) ^ dM4y1 ^ apf^ gR ^igjdi t gTi i ft> 

RT Rm li rRi 3IRTT gR% ^ ti?^ f^giRRi gji ai^MicH gRgr ^ I 

Tfart gp% ^ifg ipi^ g?o f^iRrtg, ^ ^ f^gR 

15 . wgMr ctiRt % Rib^ ^ ^ g^ 4 ^aRi g^r sirgRrgj 

^ fUT ti 31 2001 ggj g^t 3igRr ^ gji g^i^ 

ammi ^ I ?gRr Rif^ gk R ftggm t % uiegM ^cg> grgRr ^ 
Tigif ^ ^ 3ngm 'joW g^g tr tr f i ^ gsg ^ mR»iH’W'W fair t 
Tig^^ ^ ^ gict 3ngm ijg sunfeg g5Ri# ggsRrgWt g^ t | 
3RT: ^ggr ?gRr ^ RraRigi giRi g>r gifer g>RRfr gg PiRgg gtg tR snRr 
RraRi sngg m ^ Rsra^ gjoRggsg g^ 13 ^ g>r aRr ^ I ^gRu;, ?gRi 
sTj^g t % grggMr ^ggr giRt % l gg gig gfe g^ giR mggg l ^ ^gg? 
^ gigr^ giig UigRl gir ?lRr t I 

g^ ^gftg - Rcthri gg.gg^«i RiRi^ (giRanji^) ^ f^gR 

15. gntaiRiRRgi eerf g? gfJggR g^ fell ggi t % g^ gfitg ^ gRRi 
’JR g(Ri ^ ggcT gft ggigr t I siRr g? g55i ggi t % 3iR3nt<?R 
g^ ’JR Rig R g^ giitg ^ gig^ ^ fsi fen ggi sn, sni: Rrf^ m U r g? ! ^ 
g^ g? g^ t fe g? rkri^'^r g>r g^ gittg gg fegn gig ^ I Rigg 
2 (Tn) ^ cl69 g^cj 'dciVi gsg g>r RRgi^gR gfenfei fegi ggi % -' ti^oj 
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‘ gjT 3T^ ^ ■q^ vi^ic;c»>l wit wq ^ ftft’rt'JI sfk 

^ ^tt f^^ i eho tt? it cT^r # sm\ ^ t ftiw Njqq q>r 

.HUj'f^ct? ^ cRg ^ ^ q^ vicMltJ^ qJT w ^ I 

?nfter qf t ^ qqrg^ ^nfer ^ Prafaq^r qt 
atiqidq^ i ^ # 3t«tqT % wr straraq? # qra^ ^ (^ 

vjdtiqq’ qT% wfFj) ^ q^ 'aal‘i qq 1^ I 

17 TjjTOf ^ 'ddtq q5t qf^qrqr ^i ftqtq> 31 q^, 1999 q>t 

#iTr5cq> srf^rgqqt qo 44/99-#^(^) gw qqfiqq qqt m 1^ 
q^q 'qr/Tt' ^ wq qq '^ft^' q^ ^irf^rcf feqt w qt 1 qprftq f^if^ 
fRt 1^qtq> 19 qr^, i998 ^ 3tq% qjRjq wriq 4 R“m*i ^ q? 
f^jTjT qqr qr sTR ant w q^ q^ viqqVi ^ qro^ ^ ?qT ftni qqt qqi(^ 

urtq-arqfe ^ ^Rtq qq’ anqraqj qt I q?t q? qtq q^qr q?cq^ t 

^iqq ^tqq qq qn^ q?f afR ^ PiRoc qif^rqn^ q>r q^ 'aq'iq ^ qtiR ^ 
anqtqq? q^T qnftcT ^ qi ?qi% ^ qi^ if q^ R?n-RR?r qtf Pt^ 
t, qit qqqq itt q?r tr, fwRr^r anqtq qq 1 

IS. qtqm Piu i 1q^ qrttm ^r PiR^e HiRiq>i^t ^ antsn t Rj % q^ 

^ fciq 'ttlMRjc q? ^Rq> aiRPiqq q5t qRi 9q5(5) ^ q?q RratRq q^m q5t 
^ g5tr gjfiRj q? ^ qiqq qt^p w 11 qq^q ^ q^qaqqt qt 

aOTfqqraqt ^qt q>rt qtt % srf^-ftqefq’n q>r ^ q^ ^a^itq qq^^ 

qttftq wn anqqqq> t f^P^t ^ wjiq ^ niRi^ qraq q5t stt i ant 

anq qq qqr t q^pp ^ Rqff qqqq qn q?vRi qtf R>qi t fwPH^ qfct 
MiR i chi^ qjf TjcT qRqitt ^ qtq qq^ ^ Rnntq^ q%n qiq qR% ^ 
qftftq qq qqt tr 1 iq q>ii^ ^ atqrqr, ^s^^aft qq^;tt RnWr ^ 
qBjot R1&-qq? if q? ^§nq t R> qRr-Rq^qq, qrt q^ qnrr if tr, q^ 
qfitq ^ qqt^ fl# ^ tr affq q% nr? qRqitt qq^ tt ^tftq qtt qar 
qpTTqtflq I 

i^. ant anq qqr w siq qq’irqt 55f qqfqt qqt 1qqt ^Rq’ 

at^iRraq q>t qiq 9q»(5) ^ q?q q>t qt RRtqq’ 
meq M P i qn i qc ft ^ ftqq 5(1) afqqr Rraq 5(4) ^ q?q q 5 t qt l^i^raq ^ 
anqR qq q5t qt t I antanqqqw 5iq qtf iiqq5«ptr qir t^aqR ?ir 
anqqt fan % (wiq*f PiRsd mflraq^t ^ qq qq an^'Jtq qqqqf Rqi qqt t 
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^r%!T ^ ^ fan t I ^ ncM ^ t to 3ni ot? w 
tjci ^ ^ jram ^ ^ 

tjfEj I fffra 31^;^ t RPEfW PlRee arfiic^ ^ <)<woti1 g>r % 


ao. v3I?t ?ra> 3nt 3IK XJ^H TfcT'gRT^^ ^ ^cftef g>^ W t, ?R 
Pl^ jnPra^ 551 tZlPT #5T^c55 StPlpREI g5t SRT 955(5) ^ 
^xrrot 57t iit^ 55^ 5T# t p5|^ 5H%I PfRse .H||5|5)I?I 5>r ^ 

#St W t % #T*t 5Rft 5^ "Jir 55^ ^ # 

MI<:4l)#^e^ 5>r 5n^ *^3% 55t ^ 55555^5 5 ^ ^nftell ^ 1 5R55 #, t ^ocP 
^ ' ^ '5te #r ynxi^r, 5f^ Ptf^ H|P|5>I^\ (^tj.) 

3iP(pprt ^ gRT 955(5) ^ ^ 5?rr i5?r alR 3ii% 5sPr 


pg!KiPiMii»|r;f‘J|MniW*‘’'^Wl'iU^P< 


Piui)ii<t» #fim '^RiT xiii5 %g 3j^ ft5q v3Pr ^ it 
^ iltxt gm ^'^) it 5>tt ^55g gff ^551 w t 15Rg5 it, ant stR 
W W ^ jiPtPiPr it ^P55 ijtPiPtgg 55t gRt 955(5) if Pm 5 ^ 

X355£ft 5ir xreit 551 5l5Rf ft5gT t 5raf^ fg 3lPtpRnT ciait Pf5gi5cft 55t 
<3lW^t4 tligRI if #g ^ 5^ MI5gM 5# t I ?5RI ^15? Pt^ t ^5 
fi5gip|i4>i ^ ^ xpcfe lingi if ^ xstpij, fvRf55r 5? t ft* 

egpf ft5T 5iTtj ft5 w ^ 55t t ggr 55f 55?r ■rot t f 5ft 

^ 31^'figfl XR |t PR1I555 3fR5 ft5xj 5n% ^ 555f 

fef if’gRf 955(5) ft 5?5 ft xfrftsT gpftf if cfpj Pm 5 ft 

ft 55 t grar I fg jiftR; grg 955(5) 'pRrt 555 gftm' smt 
-ft if tjg) we Wm t ft? ft?nft 5 3 ftt 3 IR XRT 
iqft 'Prpt 5(1) amr Pm 5(4) 55 r cpif gft t I • 

>•' -W f PK' , ' - ; ^•, ;, ,■■ ,. .■ 

if .' 55gr 55r t, 'ftgtvjcg* ftliPm 5 >t gRr 955(5) ft 

555 pRrt55> ?tftCT ft 3fft55R Xjg giftw ftgcf ftxj 5*f t ,ft?tfft5 ftgfft55t 
gRf 5?(55 5f5f ft ftftg t I 5g Pffte 5fTft55fft 55f wft^ t ft5 ^ Mieg-flft 
trftif 5^t ftt 3fr555ft5l 5>f ftftsff 55^ 3f8l5f gft I ' 


cmpf ftJfW'ft ftI5 ft5"#ftxjft if ftPt ftft^ 27 gift, 2002 ft 
^ gRf qfeg'fift" ^ ft3ir '5ft '3rRR5555r ggr ftPn^cft ftfftp 

aiftPm, 1975 55t ftRt ■9ft(5) ft 5?5 Wfiftf ftt 3fI5?5555f ft ftftf ft 3fR 





r^Fu—1] 


VTTcf : 3TOmTT^ 


u 


3Tlf W ^ ftnif^ TfPft ?Jt I 3?R 3n| W % 3^^ 17 3T^, 2002 ^ 

^ IRT 3rftiPiii*i g5t srm 9g>(5) ^ ^ 7rafi1%Rr ^ 

^ ^ 'HSl<)Ol ^TrtkJ vsejiM IRT ^ lit ufHchl'JI JITTS 3^1^ 

flw ^ ^ I d^wid ;t 1? % EIM 9g?(5) ^ ^ ?rf^ ^ 

fif 22 2002 3rf^rq;g^ ^ cT?cr sttot Jf5t i 

^ T?g? f|lF^ ^ ^ 4 3TN 3TTt ^ 22 ^Tt, 2002 g5t 

JTRf^raJ 3i1lngxprr3it ^ ^ 6 ^r 3rpra5r^l c^r ^ f«rar^ 

i^ccpi g^r srragggjgT g 5 t tsrra ^ ^ I ^ PRftg trdr t 

f^3iTt3TRi?^W^7iFgH%ir?^wirg^7r;jf^ srl^igg^ 

grg uft^ ^ j??5^ if 3fR 3nf T^ ^ ^iwi sisTdT g?gT-3ff6pqxrgT ^ 
ir MHcwyl g^r ftmgg ^ ^ ir gpri ^ ^n^KiT t i ir^gg ir, 
OTggr ^ SRigf^ ^ cTHT ^ g^w stfSig^ % f%> gsrRfjfSjg l^gggg f^iuilgg, 
TT^grr sn^ ^ ^ gK |f t I l^-iicn 17 gf^ 2002 ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^rotEi ^r gpir trjt t fyRT^f g r idd^i^ ^ 

wpft t 3ik g? ^ aigg t f%> ;t i? #rt g[cg5 giftPm gft 
arg 9g>(5) ^ g?g g^^ ^ sixrft grf^rifr gg ijgrg g?^ 1 g? gicr 5 ft 
gte g’Vdl 'hf^<gy ^ f%) STT^stiy^jynjet % I^iicn 1 ggg?, 2002 ^ fcrfeg 
f^r^gg (^ 2.09 ggy 2.10) ir y<ig <t> 6 i % fcg ggg fctfeg Pi^gg ^ gryf^rgi 
^wgfxr if fffgg ggjggr ^ Hcgjgr f^^d grg g^rf afr ugiRg. 

ftigggg g^ gft g| f 1 gg^cw sngR grggt ^ 3rR gg ijcT gg g^^grg 
g?^ gg'4 4 ^-g>i'^i1 ggrgr gpr^-ang ir cgjgi^g'g) gg % Tjo'fggi g,M^ 

angR-ft^ aftg g^gf^ t I 

grf^tgg^ gRi grig 

A3. Milyqiiyl eIKi g^ gig % 1% Vj^gig I^iicp 22 g^, 2002 g^ 

ggmtfirg ^jftgr^cg? tRgj srf^tf^, 1975 g^ mg 9 gj( 5 ) ^ g?g gra 
gf^igt gg ggrg g?^. ^ f^rgtgg? gi?taTT srRg gft t I g^r gggg f 

MicdyitJt Piogiqcfl ^ f%gg 4 (i)(g.) ^ g?g f%f^ gri^rgg^ gg g^ 
gTyfai gVii g? grgggt^ft gg^ 773 % gft angggggg gft gjftgg g?^ I 

A4. ^ §^d> gsrgg^ grg g5t g^ ^g ffengjft g^ ^r f?f5 giftan g^ 

grgggt^ gRig 3rjc^-5 g^ ggag gft wj, grf&gg^ gg igg I 
ggrggffltrg ^gr^cm 3rf?rf%gg, 1975 ^ gw# ^ g?g f^t^g 



_ THEGA23ETTEOFlNDIA:EymAORDINARY [PartI—Sec. I] 

^ 23(3) ^ C16G PPHT 6,7,8,9,10,11,16 ,17, 18,19 

20 ^ ^?rfteTT ^ ^ ^ ^ 

5(1) ?nfirH ^ t i 3RT: ^ f^ra^on w 11^ 

Tm ^ g5T w t, 5(1) ^ ^ 23 ^ 

t I 3jciM, ■21? w ^ 11^ ^ P’'*'^*** 3?sraT 

'aTf%? ^ t, ^ 9^(5) ^ vaM^y t sik km 

5(1) ararar km 5(4) ^ mtm t, wknf^ an^atKvj'ti'ici irt 

viTT ^ t I M i ri'iM yRkr ^ 11.3 ^ ^mR> 1 w 2.^ 

vptM ^ ^ ^ M i d^M ^ ^ RPi ^ y5t ykki 

(ararar ^mF?> 2 ^ ??? siim ^ ?m y«JT akr ^ ^ ^ 
ir ^ t, sRrar w % aikram w ^ ^ ’^kR 

1^ ykte mra Hiki4>kt 3m^ w ^ ^ ^ 

;jT2raT ^ a 1^ % ^i?k y5t yartkRT myrakf ^ ’^kR ^?jkT urt smr 
^3^ t^km a^nkicf ajffe ^ otw ^frtkrr ^r y? m ^ 

•5k mra yR^ k ysiT arirT ^ 'Sfkr ^ yr my?f g’Ri^ ^ 

cf?t -^kriw ^ I 

2 G. 31?: ^M^ct ? M ^ 31^? ?? W t kmk^ k 

;nkra 5 kt yfr ^ w ^ ^ ^ ^ ^r t 

:jfinT^ cfv? ^ k w? ?8iT srkr yfkt 3mr m?5t ^ 

^fkTTcRT t I mef k Mikicpkt k SPkT 27 2002 ^ k 31R 

ant ^ (k5r% nwnkr ^ar ^ mr mr) k 

- c^k inn RFfcnkt nkff sJt i 3 tr ant ^ ftnicb 17 sillci, 2002 ^ 3nkf n? 
^ tk ^ MienM ^cg>r 'sikt ^ ym? I 

wm iRT RmJkt ^ ^ 3m ^ ^ >i»?ro ci5t ?rf^ ^nr^cn^ tkq> 

aikikm cf?f yRT 9?’(5) ^ ??? vsn? nkm m ?R^ ^ 

fi^iiinr kicT I ??T?m?, tkf k yRT 9 n>( 5 ) ^ ??? snnft !{if 5 ?<li ?? 

nktn nRt |3j 22 nt. 2002 n?f stkJ^mr sri 3tRW n5t 1 

zs. citm mk k ■?? mr ■'rar t Hiki<w^ k yRi 9^5(5) ^ ??? 
:?ri^Tnt nn nnkr nR^ f 3 ? ci 5 t t I kRRRf kro ( 3 iR 

ant ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ?er''k2jT ■nm yi, 

nmnM kmrakt ^ km 2(n) ^ ^ k w mk k mr 

trjt 1 menM r kmmck ^ km 2(^) ^ stgnR, y^ ?atn nn sraJ mi? 
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^ f^f^PRW cfSTT fe# .cw^S-^d 'dl'if^d^ 'W ir mcj^ vidtld'*’! % t I 

^ M'MM t 1^ RcHUra f^O ^ RPiRa ^ 

^ ^r an^nfcRT ^ ^rtft ^ w ^r l^di ^ i 

jnf^raot arrff ^r? ^ ^ ^ t ^ str snt tjct % ^ 3ra% 
(tStsfrant) ^ ^ aTRnci fe^ir afR ^ ’tr w Tpin 11% 

atKvH i j^s' ci w-^r€tij ?5r '?ra^ w vidjiw (^i^ 'iwiqn ^ 50% % 

3rRf^ ^?qT^) 13fR Hii^lcw^ % ^ JiEinftf& ^r deil^i ^ 
^ ^r ^THT t I 3RI: yi(2i4>i^t 3iR3nfi?cr ^ f^Rrtw ^rttsrr ^ 
Mldd'jl^ P l ^HMcti ^ 2(^ ^ 31^ ^f ^3?im f I 


3TraRra> 3iij3ii’{«j'ti»{pi ^ 

21. P|U|^jjch ^fpftsn ^ 3)5y|p|ct5 ^ ^ ^ ^cft^ ^ 3nt 

xtT?^ t % 5^ ^IFI^ ^ JJU||((JJU| ^ 'd*si'|U| W 1%^ f^51IT 
3fR Pl^dd t 3TR Srrf W SRT 18 ^eflt, 2002 ^RR 
M!jdra #-w? ^ 3i^w ^Tf ^ ^^fraRor t- 

(i) fti ylRT 3ra% ^ ycMW ^ V5W ^ ^ 3TRIRT 

^ %?IT W fvSR^ ^TFTelT xIcT ^ t SRrt^r th'lRill, 
aiTl#J^ cfZIT l^ir^tftRIT, 3fR 

(ii) 5^ srarar, 3rR3n|^ % ^ 'ift 't4)<*>R f^Rir «im-3ra1& ^ 

^RPT 3TRI ^ ^ ^ WIT? ^ 3IRn?I W 1 

3TR3iitw ^ ?f ’fr ??r ^5" v5(taf-3railr ^ «it ift aiRn? 

1R ^r % srf^r? dl^'^i'd ■>!? 3jk >3^ vJdJldcbl 

gjf qiPiI^qj jrf%^?srt ^ % I 

as. SIR sirtsiT^ ^ ^ ?rt 'i41<iir ?5t ^ ^ sraUr 

^ ^!tw ?>rt siRM ?ff w, SRI: ^ ??i| mw wn^ t f^Ri^ 

cRUgjRRI OlfcldJld^ftf ^ SIT^ ?RT ^ijpld «IRI 3I?f& ^ ^RH 

«rf!r|f^ l5 ?^^RRi^ 3 i#!T wn? ^ siriri ^ ^ Rrrt 

14(^1) ^ »3M4'iit ^ ?I?? ?5R t I 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


aq. ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1995 ^ 14(^l) 

SRT ^ arjHR #rt t I 

30. anf 3TR TT^ t cTT xM g^R 

(T?RttTR5#) ^ TRrar ^0 44/1/99-^ 41 kj41 ^ RR^ # P i f^^e r U r ^ t ^ % 
Rg cR fcRir SIT fifr uftxT 3ig1^ ^ ^hjR ajRicT ^ % g Tit g? 
t 3lk g H gft ^gyiglri g5t ^ grtf anw t 3flT 
gxT g^ fcRjT RT RgjR t I 

3). 'il*^4 RRcFT, 3TrW ^ ^RJI Mg^Rai tfSTT ^ gfirr glR 

yiNRi^l arsTgr % Urt ^ g>cggi, 'j^etruh ggfj ^xt^mul ^ 
agsTR XR gcTRT ggr t I ^? 3 f g^RR f?iH i j’dw t- 

(i) Rg^ ^ % gglR 3 trm ^ (g^rf ^ag jr^ g^ f^^zn ggr) i 

(ii) f?P gg^ t?ir ^ ?g angrgt g5t g51g^ sng^ggr zr % grftg g51g^ #11 

(gM grag gg^ g# ggr) | 

(iii) ^tg^ ^ % gngTzfr % g#g w gggJmggj jRTg g^ 

^ atigidi gggg aT% ^ (^ grag 3 r^ gff fegr ggr) i 

(iv) fcp gr cfr 3Rg ^ ^ ^ angrg g^ ^ arargr gf^ angig |tj gt t 
sgnfer g?tggt xR gr g^ gsfR xr g^rf gg>KiRg> jRjg xr^Tfr 
(gM grag jr^ct g^ ftRi ggr) i 


g^ ggfrg-#ggf srRantw ^ 

3a. zRjfJr ?g gg xngg gg-% gi^ ^ xjRigg^r ^ cfRcT 

6*1 K XTRT xjxRRj g^ f if RjxTR f sfR fggg z |d i gi g# f^RT 
gngr t | #fRf xtxj;^ gto ('^Trgxr) gRj gg f^ gcgn^l xjt^lg f^Pmlui 

cTigg ^ sngR xr wg atgl^ ^ x^xj ^ ^rtr xjfg gg 

f^Erfgxg %gT gncTT t I ggjfxT %fcrg xjxi^ gto gig fcfgj gxj gngg-3Rggg g^ 



[ ^ I—1 ] 
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1997 ^ f ^ jrg^ ^5^ ^HTcfr arart^^ ^ ^ 

HFTtT ^ ^ ^ ^ fetrPTTTT t I 

il. antant'l^ % 3Mra ^ wi ^r % arra?! nra f | Tjf 
^ gvHT '^iRidc^v t f% araltr ^ ^ ^r 

iMxj gJT g^rt arTTO ^ fe^rr ^ t l ^ anro arftnr <hi^'^ w ctt 

fnj t elf^d % dSTI ^ f?T "^Pft^TT W?r ^ wiil^HlsJ ^ f 

arftPT cTTi^ ^ arrarfcRT me-iM ^ ^ t g^frfcp 

t ^ ^ ajm^r ?n1^ra ^ fij f i 

34, ^jqitT 71? ^ umr arf^RTR ^ EM 9a>(5) ^ cTga 

M l dd^ cHTF? ^ atl^g^m ?FRraf?r wa ^ da5 #fi[?T 77fr 

Wfl dMEINI (5) ^ ^ aij-HN ^ ^nt dt ^ Tj^ aisj^'’^ ^ 

argl^ wr-wr it? ar^r^ m ^ ^ f a?i^ ^T41«n ^r 

71? ^ ^ ^ 'W'lTO ^5^ ^ TpcRMT W^ cTEJT «rf% 7f% 

aiET^ >d'l4>l J^'I'd^Rl ?l7ft yg^ ^ '{i’*1l<1'1l ^ I gd ETRI Tf ?7T 't1«(<^ ^ 

^ g?r in^ P i Tj^dTiV-u Mt «tMcbi?i u^ as? ^ t fyR?^ ^ % 
■q? ?f??7T ^ med>?|E ! n ■^c^j ?ST ^ % q? W iMT ^ wq tfT ^ I 

26 . 7r?t ?q 71? ift w ^ 7j? dsq t?fr % arcrilr 

^ ^kFT ’Ml? qJT q^rt ift atana ^ tj? ttri ff^ia cm? t 

^ ^r qWr amfcTOTEft ^ f I M % #r gr^ amncri ^ 

mdd'^Efr ^c<r> ■7nT?<T qR ^ M^ci'W'W f^Rxid 'TR Hic-i q^T ^'lyigRi 

#fr I f fcfj 7j? d5q fcp qM-ara1?r ^ ^tTPT anam qft fan 

cpl^ *igoi "1^ yodi ^ qTftf^ 41<ilcici ?7T mcT Rtq qMfl ^ 
an M^fM* w t qfr ci4hm nm^ ^r nTrtiR Rcfraqro^ t I 

Rqidcb -7^^ Ml<flM l ^*n cbiqRtmi ^ l^tiR 


36. ?JT 71 ? Pi^dd 23 araf^, 2002 tier <ni< 5 «)Pt<»> 

^ qrq MicflMi^nr qnnl^q^ q^ atR % qR ^ ^ I 

31. Tflnu^c ^ affSiftTR ('arfSrf^Rjq ' ) f^Riq? anftqk ^ec^aij 
M I ddM qRR ('qRR* ) ^ aif^ 11 % f3IT, EM 9 ^ tJ 71? MldElH t 
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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. 1] 


% cRTTJ ^ ^ W ^ ^ Wiraf^r ^ ^ 

^ cl^ ^ 'd4l*«ll ^ '<N *1^ ^ ^<1 

?Jc^ ^ W ^ tF% ^ Wl‘j'71 t I 

38. ^ ■?r>ra t ft? 'H'<4>K ^nfisn ^ ^ 

^ ^ arrara Wr ^ w sf% 

Cf^ ^ tr’ft I ^ ^ 1999 ^ gil ^ 

■jft 3rrJM ^ pTT 13ik ^ ’tw ^ ^ra>RR*ra> vsih^i^ 

^ t ^ ^ J^ffRT ^ ^ 'ti*liq'il ^ §u>sl^Rmi % 

airmcfr ^ ^ afk ^ ■JiF ^ ^ ^ 

#r w ^ infeT cj51h^ xr siraitfr ^ tntf I ^ ci>if 

ir5Trt%^ 3TmK ■xrlf t xi^ ■H'^c^k ^ ^ ^ ^ ft’ 

^ xnfer arrJirat ^ xi[c?f^ ^5^ ^ aro^ ^r ft% ^ 

^t>n^ t 11IF FRT ftx ^ ^ttci ^ srniRi ^ ft 

^Hcb^ t, xira xjg? f%W7 WRT t 3ik F'H'I’I ^ 3n«TR ^ t I 

3Q. 'S^xn^gj Rcin'm ftfO ^ F^ ^fftSJT ft ftlXf ftxj iT^ 

ftrfe^r Rftftr aik ^r ftt ■’it ^r fft^ fft 

Mied%sfr 'H*<ikt ft xn^ ftt ■jxrxji^ ft% ft^ira^ t fft^ 

X3^ tiftr qRR^ftft if fftftr xrt^gft^ ft w ft ftt| v’lM't’ift ^ ft t 

ftwft ft^ ^HWR ftft Wf ftw gft fft F’jftftftpn ft xn^xT ftt 

ftft ftt ftiTT^ t I arftftraxT w ^5^ ftt »Tr?T ft ft ^xj^ t 
fft ^ xjftftcT ftTTraxTT 3RP?^I ftft fft Miedftft ftft ft XJTSXT ftt 

ftft I ^ t fft F^ FRT ftt anR^isr ft^n^ f 

Miexi^ ft 3iTTTg ft xn^ ft^ir i 

4 Q. Rdlii'd ffto ^ '(ftct’K g5ftr t fft TJF cIS 2 I W fft \3fxr-3fftft 

ft ftM ftrf anw xrft ^xj, fttf xifx? xiff f atk 'gxRiftft w xktOT' ft 

xjftra WT ft ftgfe t I 'OF ?KT xfre ftm t fft ft ftft 

^ arnrift xr men ftft cTxnft ft ^ ft ^ ft xmft fftxg 
ffticT ftxT cfft ft FX’ftftkrar ft ftft amiRi 'xift fxj | am; 'xjf ^ ^nft xift ^ 
>Hchft fft qiddftft ft ft FX’ftftkror ft ftft ^ amim m^nx^i ft xixf i 



[MFTI— 
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41. TT? ^ ^ t ^ ^ f^R?^ cPTRIT 

iRT, ^ ^ i Ricbi4?ti1 #% ^ ^r ^ ^ 1^ t 

^ 'Hl^vjlPlct^ ^gwf ^ 3R!T ^ ^ vJ^f^RT I 

42. '^TRm 4 ^ W ^THT ^ WI viMcW ^'t f^TH^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ W ^ aTFTRlt ^ 

WRf ^ ^ ^ ^TT^ ct7)4dt W ^ 3TRRit ^ !i"l'«l?Ri 

^ ^ ^nft i ^ w 1^ ^ 'ti+iioqa: srnuRit ^ jj'ixi^Ri 

^ 9\mR 45cM‘^ t I 

w^^ f^^RPT-n^ XR ^ fc^qpft 

41 M l f^cf> r ^ ^ ^ ^ Wl^ ^ ^ <f!>RTi^^ 

^ ^ vJMffqt ^ ^TRT^ ^ ^ ^Tlfer ^5t^ 

^ 3TRIRit ^ fFdt 1 % >rf1c|r^ t 1^' ^ ^ 

MieH'^i^ WRT ^ ^ Pif$Md ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ erf^ '^^fcl ^ t I ^ ^"1'<1^1x1 ^ ^ 

^ H\Hq\\ ^ ^ ^itllRa 5R?tcT BtcTT t ^ ^ 

^ RRrt?T ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ 3m1& ^ ^*7MT ^ ^ 

^ ^rt Rrafe w t I ^ ^ TRffRT #RTT t 

vJ’MI'Ui ^ 3TO^ ^ 4lfer Ct^4d1 ’TNcf ^ ^ ^-I'^l^frl ^ 

^ t I FT Vllf£r<J>T^ ^ ^ ^TTPleT.^ f 

WRT ^ ^ ^TTFT ^ yT^T|f% Piuflilct? ^ t I FTRT t 

^ ^ Rrf^ ^ ^ ^ #r 

me^“M ^ >H4if5( ^ ^ ^ I 


M i R i cbrft gNT ^ 


WH 


44, Mlf^chl^ % 9^(l) ^ ^ ^ ^ irqtvjpTTsJ 

xf[^ ^ w Pliildchl ^ Plilldch-M^Hldi^l' I ^ 

vjf^f^d ^ RRjkr^ % 5rff&^ ^ ^ l 3rt: ^ 

^ t ^ ^ Plil^dcbl RUTRlWit ^ W MM^NI^'dK 
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THE GA/b'lTH OF INDIA: EXHIAC^DINARY 
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^ I gn w ’ft Mg t % ift€ftf g>i 

gwi’g ^ gft ^ Mftgrft jrriSrant % ^ ft 3raq>cf 

fftgftrgft/^^tnggft gft 11 

45. j»il£ig>ift ft ^ ing arrarggft gft ftt angra^jRgra# ft;#f l >3gft 
ft ^ggi j?ep angragj-ftgft fPftRro fftftfftgss ft jnMrtft gft 

ftvBtl , 

46 . . tTfT ggj fftgftr gftgg g>r ftftg #, ulfft<t>ift g? gfg g>ftr # fft> 

fft>ftt ftt fftgftjg^/sngragj ft ftg^ ftftr ft ftg^ gra ^ g>t^ fftgftr 3rtg>ft 
JHFgg g^ M t i julftgnft ^fttg^gsr g? grar fttc g^ftr f fft> ong- 
srafft ftlgg gftj imr ft ftg^ ftftt ft ftt^ ^ gftf qft angrg g# fsg 
#1 gftlg ft agft g? ftt w % fft) grfftg cTifftg «R ^ angRT f gft 

^gr/gsg jft ^^ggg giftten gifg ^ jrftragift ftgg g^ f 1ft> ^itftg gn^ftg w 
sngftlRf gisgft^ ^ctpi ^ 3iEg#g giif # gftH^ gi^ sirgRT ftg # 
anMW ft ft^ agft f | 

47. tjfm ^ Tjgj ^ f3TT 

^ ®#!TOP? wRj I ^ A^t # ^ ^ ^ 

^ # f^ vIi-cMT^ ^ ^ ^>rf ^ STROcT-oOltiK' ^ 

1 ^ W I - 

^ 5n1^i<t>i^ TO w wmH t ufirT-OTl^ ^ ?TRai ^ 

^ ^ TOT ^ cP)r| ^ TpTf % I ^ 

^ W 5n|t|cr)|'<)^ ^ ^ 5RTO t ^ ^ITO ^TTTcf ^ 

TO ^ aftro^ to? i 

^^49. TO: ^ tR ^ ^ t % ^ f^jfcT ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 3rRpT ^ t aft^ ^^rfefTJ TO ^ 

"'TO^b# % ^ ^tro "TO 4 TOTO to ijwicf>^ to=^ 

'''c5«»gKKl ;]TO TO ^ ^flro ^ 

- Mt % ^61 Vfm TO .Pl<»k ^ ^ %, TfT^ TOf TO 
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TO n>T wm r _ ' __ 

^ pr 13ft7 ^ TIM ^ ^frair w ^ 

^ 3T*n? ir ft|iifli4«ll ^ 3(^-1 ^ ^-6 filler ^ 

^r-TTi^ Tnl% ^ frigtw ^ w M5tiT 11 

gfriN gm fer? Tig (^gT| ' 

5Q. tNnftr w t, Pi“ili)* ^«n ^r ^ srt ^ 

. q%nr g§t '{llHiig c^ tf^ 3j^lf^ 9^5(5)' ^ 3fg^ ?r«n si1% 

^ ^ ^ ^ g5t ^ g5t MI 1 3Rr; Piuikcb" ^sn c^ 

Min n eH'Wft c p «rtcr n TjMMT %| TUrrao^ ^ gst m; 

w t I f?T ni«i # #!i g>r sziH ^ vjRgrn Miwr % anttf^ n 
Min (?5TnT 2pot(i27]j 629 (??5-ncr) n n mnif ^ 

#? # 311^ ^Blt ^iw t I fltJTg, nni IRI Piuik'*> MftSTT Min ^ 

fn^i 3fM n «n^ JIM #ral% t, I^rfn^, ^ ^ri^- iv ir antn^r 
'Jii*i<i>ixl iww Wf ^ ^1 ^ ^ 9Mr ^ 

Piu i i^<p ^i^ ^tn^i M M^f n Mn ant^-jm t# t, firinti 

m M?ra n ^ ^ n ■?!? MT, MT xITgfr t ^ n Fin ^ 

ailMft’I? 9I35TM n in^ >3«fpT g>r M fW t 1 

51. ^FfpT n MT-arain <n ntM mntti ^ fn^n *** w jtfn 
gSl aftM ti;? c|?f t I g^M Mr cMPT M MFI t I 

??i^ ^ gjRor w t % wnri ’r^ t i 'Sitrn n 

4>t4f^cMisH ^ xfn fttfRi HMtjU'n ^ n nor ^ MM t 

vltitife #rrr fern m t i 

TSftw-ara^ n nM g|f^* MiM ^ 2000-01 n *** / 

n *** t tfjt, 5 ^ifnq MfFT am Tft *** % n 

iR M^ldlH Mm ^ t I MT MJ I^Jllt-MT M n^r't 
n ^ ^ n Mttfr ^ ^ f 1 MitTT ^rjofi n m 

^ f^I nt 3Rnt t^ 9Tf ^ M MT ^imr t fyfM> fRmMW cM ifiT 

I 



21) 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I —Sec. I ] 


dan cblRni f)<?lEi c^ 3trnid 



^a^^t<nn $ /ft.^ 

99-00 

2021 

422 

00-01 

3955 

456 

2001-02 




53 . qRo|HW'h4, f^RRTTuFfgj % WTM 

^ crmr •'TT t % ^ ^ ainiri^d ifr^ g5t mddM 

^];c?i^r ■Rm cf^t #iTT ^ ■jfr ^ #>ft 1 mRuiih'W'W, vsiitn ^ 

■^r 3TTft ^cf% ft ftcT wft fnfr ^ ^itFi g>i ^ 

RTcf ^ I f'fT^ -eR^ ^j^rm ^ f^rf^ ^r an wq^rr 1% M i ddM 

cTT^ % sn ! 

54. 3T^ c^ ^RFf aiR ant ^ ^ wnft^ ^3f%H 

’j^tRit?r nr -neiti^cT arm n? *** ^ /t^t tt aiwf^d trtf t i mddM 
^ nnm ^ Pil^d ^ ^ n5tnn ntt, g§tim R^we w ararar 
ETSTlf^rf ^ ^Ti?r’^ ^iPt arai^f "TT^ ?rf% ft TT^ ^ M ^ ttftij 
arriiitf nr nr^dM ?jc<f ^ ^ nTj^^r t i 


y^cj^ \j£fm nt ft% nicft srt^ ^ vdMcM^ 

I HTT^ ^ 

V-——— —— ^ ■■ I. 

99-00 

00-01 

ftait 3 nt('T) 

nanft d arndT ^nn>tcF> 

100 

100 

100 

j 'J* 3 TIcH >{^TjqT jch 

100 

101 

99 

5 fWT ^nntRi'di ^dnpTcn 

100 

101 

99 T 


100 

86.15 

90.86 

Pl^ld Rifl ^TiciricH 

100 


184.43 

rSfi^ci ^nd ^chicb 

100 

98.57 

73.81 


100 

79.12 

76,62421 

3 ir^H >ki|cl 7 ^^rjcT)ic |9 

100 

96.85 

100.8838 

cHl 'H' TJ^cr>j<T> 

100 


81.01726 


100 

100 


“vi^TjcHIcT) 

85 % 

797 r 
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55, ^ ^T ^ ^ Pl^<H tuP\ 6^ ^rSt^ ^ 3TTTOt 

m<iH^^ ^ 3FT^ ^ ^<ol% OT^ ^ TS^nf^ 

^ ^ ^ t 1 ^ ^ ^ FfT^ 1^-W 

5R5?T vj|>HlR> ^ cCT ^cMi? ^r ^fUTT# Rcf^Rid ft t 1 ^ 

^ v3^ ^ 3fRTT t ^ ^ 

"^F 3Tr?rRT ^ Pl'^'J ^Pn^ ^ 3TT£TR ^ ■^TWT t 

^ 5 ^ OT>t ^ ^ ^fnwT ^ t I F^ HM’flij f^rf^ 5ni^r^ ^ 
f^ 11^ ^ ^ ^ ^ >Hi4^HPi<*^ ^gpmt ^ 

1^ ■J1T[ FTI^ Pl^cJ’ti R^icf? 17 2003 ^ 1^ ^ arfcfftcF^ 

Pi^cj^ ^ ^q^ii 'Wlcf>K ^ ^ 1 

n?l^f^<^ (t.)f^O ^ 

56. SntSTRW^ ^ Pl^<H t ^ 

>M'^|c|d: ■^TW^T tf PltilRct ^ t ^ cT^ Mlfcr ^ Ft 

^ ^ "^Wf^ W?2t 3TRT?ft ^ 0l'Wf^cf> ^5^ ^ t f^P#F Wol sJFfpT ^ 
^ tt I ^ "OTKI ^ 31 ^Mh 1, RRMR WPTTSft, ^ ?ITW3Tt ^ 
c||>wR<^^ ^5^ 3TT^ ^ c^PJ W 'M^POI t 1 

51. t 3fR 3nt W IT^ ^ ^ c|l>kiRch ^5^ JTff^ ^ 

f f^PT% MIcH 3T2T^ §T% ^ f-iyigRl Ft I 

cti>Klf^<t> 3n^, ^ ^ 3mrRT-#5[^ 3t2T^ Ft 

f I ^ cii>wR^ ^ ^3Pn^ ^ ^-1^1 ^Ri ^ ^ 

WHT t I 

55. IJ^ ^ >wd^ v5cMlcJ ^ "W ^ 3TOT ^ ^TPTT v^TPH 

jlvjft ' ^ ^ ^ INI ddHH Piu|li4cb ^ ytqu|[^ gft, ^tlPT^ ^ 

^ STPRTT ^ *** cTPI T^T^t sJt, *** oW^ xpr^t ^ 7|^, 

^ ;f^)R yfcl'^lRd 5TW ^ *** % ^ ffe mRc 1%^ ltdt t I 

*** eTRI ^pt^ *** c^ xpr^ ^ T]7n I *** ^ 

^ ft 1 ?# ^ STOT wfrn ***%tt ^ ftiWr 
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*** % Cf5t HcjRld t I \ g>F nfcltdlPld SRcH 

^cT^TT ^ apraTRTJTT 3rf^ WdRT W t I 

sq. qrorMt sjsrtci 3?to, 1998 3ra^ 2002 ^ ^ 

3TcriE:i ^ Tftt w iMxj ^5tw *** 

% ***^ *** 

^ ^ *** % % *** % ^ w I tara-srat^ ^ g5tira- 

('did 3 )ciltr ^ <i)'<i'i 3(1'dd <p 1 *id *** 'TO M(d l^ili. '(^) Hicddliil 
cTH^ ci^t 3raf^ ci^t gcHT ir 3i1^ ^ I g5tira-^?RT sjTJstrtiicr g5t 

TR 3TTEn% t I W ^?r*# dlwRctj ^JTCT 
tRrttff ^ ^ ?rf^ c[>t aTR- |f?RT gR^ t f«ra^ aig^ 

g?r 5j%d amtgg gf^ '?#(r ^ngg flgr I^gi-WH % ggigr t 

3i1t g^RR g? gnicn ^?TgF<T gR^ gt^r t I 


60. Hcbed Rg-iui-Tra cfe grg sn^aiR'Ritjcr ^ ftttR: 


arra argft ^ g gt gslt gr^g fsir 3fR ■gftcg if gjgg g^t gggff^ 
^ ^ 3igjR ^ gff f I giTg-3ig1% ^ ^Rrg g>i^ «rf^ wiftg g|f ^ t aftg 
«t1% g5t ggg^ ^ 'jgt^'gig g>i^ aiggg tft gft t grggi gidd'<iv!il P i gg i doj) 
^ arjgsi-ll afR arjgg-ll ^ anPigg vii ^ arg^R aRi gjRg? ift gff 
I g?im gRT fegr Tjggng f^RraR gagt ^ ggm ^ flgr 

grJt pRita giR gg gjgr^m t ftRig^t i^wdiw, g>gi^i»i.^ 

aifitamg, tjr gsg gg^ gwi^ufi ^ gRW ^ ftg^g g5t gmtggr 

?r I T^pgrg gtgi^Ri, f^RraR g^ggr g? t f^«g5t flc^ gjg wggr t I 
gag g? t ftp grsgMt ^cg^ gsrr #grgcg^ # g>^ ^ gig^ ■gRar g>r 
’Mij gg g^ ftraftr gff ftpgr ggr i ^ gaftr an^aiRiRnjcT g?^ f( 
ftpg gg Pi^ggl cpr gt?g% fg gR^ f % 5 ^ Rtg ■% ^ g i wftg) 
arrgtgg afajgr gi% g^t jggi^ gmiw ^ gng4 I 

#8^ gg<fl'{fl ^Mg i f o ^ gi gg gqt^grg feo ^ ft^R; 

(Mg gg gMr it aiRRft^ graR afR giRR ^ it arggg, 
2002 ^ PRrgg gg w ggr t i an^ g^ aiRRt^ graR ir 4 ftrfcrgg gg 


['mni—1] 
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^TR?T m : 3T^^TTT^ 

aifclRcW vciMd^J ^ I iwr ^ t ^ wra cTJt’t 3fR 
^ ^nNt 4 «RHT Rww #m i ^3^ ^«TreT ^ vj^Kchl #r g5t 

3TRr55T t I f?T MienM ^ SfrRt?W ^ mRuIIH'WW cTSJT 

ififR sfRr ^ I 

Mtbg g^ ^ ljH'tfl’<n €t X> jlu^ill cgrqto mo feo ^ 

63. «RRiT3Tt ^r ficT g5t ^ iMij g?r ffRnl ^r wtrr ^r 

cR5^ ^ ^r 3rf§r|fe ft t I 'Mtr ^ jifg aiMid* ?irr - ^ 

ftRmkTSft SRI 2003 ^ StfeS cbllSdMd chdl^^l ^ SRIIR 
3Ri^cPT 3fR -Ift ‘W I S?t 2002 ^T 4 ftf^RRI ^ ^ ’ft 3lf^ 
aiiiiiRid ^ ft I ft ftlftftf gft WT ft TH gjjft eft t?>cRs^ 

VRlSlt STRR ft 'ft^ftf ^ ’iRt WT 311 ^ t afR SRTR ft W’T Sft 

3TTW ’ll t I 


Mlltlcni'ft gRI vJjtg: 


63. yiRi*(ft w ftte sRft t gif 1995 ft ’Riiftyhl^id ftftrrg^ ftRtu 
siRiPnm, 1975 sft EjRT 9g>(5) ^ srjw ' IR eiri ^ ^ r’tm ’tut 
mddftsft ^cST sn, R? fftj wfcift^Rd ’itf fftRir ’tut fti, ftft ar^rs^ 
gft ft SRI sftf sft srafft gft ■dniRi w TTSiftr fti Riq’n: 

OTft TIF ■3W 11% fRcPR gft IftRft ft ’IF RS t Rp ftft 

gft >HMl(^ ft WF ^ Rift ’Fft 3RRT f’TRffft #1 3fR ?lRr tift Sft ft’TTcRT 

t, ftt ft wr-wr w Tsft ftR sftt sft srafft ^ fcR snft usift t sfR sf 

3|R | R<W sisift -dH’Ilellft Rift ftftftt SIlftR sft Flft’I ft RT’i Flftt: 

?Rft IIF ftt 1% viM^dd sralft sft dMlRcl ft 'qFft aUftT Rfttsn sir ftftt RFlfRl 

ft SFft R’TNS ’it! ftr ’TUT ft dt mddfteft ^eSJ IISI Sft ft 3RTtftSI SmftT 
3isfe ^ fftni ftftt RftSTT sir mRuIIH sit Rift dSI TTfR ’ftftt l' 

FRSi arRiRsd , dMj<w Rtsit ii, arfSEi-II eft dFd rs srfft eft iftigift sir 
fftfts tr Rift ftr ^ Riteh'^ ft Tift^ RirT’T sft trft si# srfft sir RieiRr 
snfftR trsT fftrdft ftsd dszfr ^ £3 its ft w rtw fftrsft sifftcr srraicfr sft 
triRr, R’ns s^fsft si Eift^ strr ft sft’iftr rssi jr*rTs sfR ft# Rff sft eft 

Elftj ddt l ddft RT ftft RTSTcft SIT Sfftmftt PWTS STlfftR t l' SftFcft W SlfftcT 
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jrTTTOt ^ jmrg ^ ^ wr t % iRf ^ ^ 

cf?r ^ fcR w 'tfm ^ TRH cRgsff g5t gcRTT # Rifer arrarat sri 

cf^ ^ t, 3T8i^ w ^ arnirat ^ ^ aiRjan 

cf)|4Tl -(xty dcf> Pw viii^j^Tl ar^JcTT cf5pRT ife ^ 3T^^ISIT ct>m51 >(11*11 flqo 

I 

'JTRcT 4 w Rifer arriiRfr ^ ^ ^ ^ xj^m, sprit 

TTMiilPidl, 1^ RT^, cTTORrlT, pRRT ^RJcft, RT^?T ^ PHT cWT 
’Tif^, anf^ ^ ^ T3u>T ^ f^rf^ artgi^ rt Puj^iNcil ^ 

<ff^-II(iv) ^ argw fcraK fcpriT w i 

ijfcp crPtft ^ ^ TifTT fTFT ?Ri gn yiHi t w^iMr 

IJccRT Cf5t ^RRIRt ^ RT^ RIT^ TT8JT aflT Sl1% #1% WRRT 

1^, y|pl<t>|^ % 5Tr R?^ ^ ’J^RtRPT ^ xJRfcRT PiRRIdc?) ^ 

7.1^-ii (iv)^ ?PrT SI% RMRU-dl vSRgRR TRUT t I 

64-. PiRcc Mlfy<J5iyl ^ fc1>^ Slid R’t RTTR RR^T ai^flRI ^ RRT 
TIJcRT TfTRTRI RR ^ Rt RTRR ^ RR^ R?% aT8IRT fRR^ aftR srf^ tl% Rft 
TTRTRRT t I 3RI.- ^IITR R^ #1% RTcft SI% ^ RR^ aT8JRT 

^fIRTff% ^ TtR^ RRR cR^ RR*!^ t I IRT^ aTcRRT, Rffl RIRRMT Rit 

R?r ^ITTR R^ ^ RT# SI% R?r RTTR R5R^ "TTRR ERRT ^ R^3RT 
xilR)^ I I 

feS, RTl^IRRlt xJI'HIRi ^RR 'cicdRd RRT t, ^?TtR RRT aRRRIRT 
(RR RR Pl^Rdl RR aTSRRR RTR t I Rlf^IRTT^ R? RTR ^ R5R^ # 

RRR R^ 3TR% ^ #RR frfT^ ’ft RTO ft?T ftt RTR^ RTeT RR Rftf 3TTRTR Rft 

RRT t I TR R2R Rft fR Rll^IRRft R? RTcT RtR RTRft f fft> ?R 
kSTRiTRT ^r gft^ RgftR RTt Rft| ftf RTRT-ST1% Rft t I 

6^ . RlTTR-ftRTft 3RR3RtRcT ft RTRT tftlRT t Iftr gft^ RdRTR 

cTftRR-RTT ’JcT RR Rt RTRRM ^oRft ^ Rft R?ft ^ RRRT RRRR R^ RRR t I 
iTftk^ RgftR ft R? ift RTRT tftlRT t v5RRft Iftaft-RTRT ft ^ ft t R?ftft 
’TIRT Rft ^ ft IftRft ft PTRIRR 3nt t I Wift 3nft R? ftt RTF! 11ft? RITR Rft 
aPTfft -ft cftRIR ftR^ RTRT Rft ftRlIftR ^IftcT RftRR Rft RWRT *** RR)/’^ 


[MHl—1] 


'TRcT : ®roT^K'J| 
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XR ^ ^ t ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ PlR^cl ^ ^ 

^2Trt%cT cTO ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3miT?ft 

XR MIciH'^Vift 5^c<t>1 ^ ^ -qi4ll^d %g H^Ik^ # 1 

^ ^ ^ t, MifSicf^T^ ^ mc-iM f^mr^ ^ 

(i) 3TT?rRT-T(T^ ^ ^ ^ c[mT W 

^ ^ ^-3T^ ^ W ^ ^ 3T1W ^ 1%^ 

7FIT I MlfSlcbl^l ^ ^ v5McW 3^^ 'ti«i«€j 

^ ^ 3nw-^*TT^ ^ ^ 3fk ^ t 

3Td^ ^ ^ ^TTH ^ 3TTTO ^ g3TT t I 

M!pl<t7|^l ^ vJTOf^ ^ vJlNcr>!'^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ Wr5TR-%5RTT ^ 1999 ^ 807r ^ 

bjech>{ 647r ^ w I ^srr^ 3TcrPr 3fr? ^ ^ ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ mRci^-i ^ ^ t I ^ ^ ^ 

■g^Tt^^Ri^l MlPlchl5l ^ \^\hi\\, 3T^ ^ WFT^- 

v^xH l Rb ^"PT ^RT viMd^ cF5^ tT^ t (3R^ ^ 

^^rnRT 3Tt^ ^ pFr'T "fPl I) 3ft^ ^ ^ 3Tt^ 

^ ^llf^d PP^ t I 


«IMW j 


99-00 

00-01 

2001 - 02 '?) 

y><^ vjtilM <7, 

80.927 

69.97 

64.98 

3 ]^ v 5 <^l‘^ 7 r 

14.61 

29.01 

35.01 

3 FIW 7 r 

4.47 

I 1.01 

jo 

1 


(ii) OTcfT ^ ^ t Pp Pf^ ^ ^ 

^-3T^ ^ ^Twr-^^mPT ^ 3fe ^ t I 3FTPrcP5Rt 2r^ 'jft ^ 
CFR^ f TTTd ^ OTm v3M>MlR(dl ^Rr-3T^ 3ft^ Rt^ 

cF^ ^ StRTcF? ^ ^ i 


ai2^'/o3 -q 
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^ w t 1 Mil^chi^l ^ ^ ^ t 

^TM ^ wr t I 

(iv) %7t W;- W ^ ije?l ^ ^ ^ ^ 3ig11r ^ fxjB^ 

^ ^ ^cFTT ir PRiye ^ t I '3^.1999-2000 % 2000-01 
W if *** % 3flT TJc?! ir *** % q5t f?[W ^ I 


(v) f%^rt^T: ^rat^i RRfi Tj^ ^ ^ ^ arallt ^ 41^ 

^ 1999-2000 g>t if Plilld ^ ctW JIM ^ 
^MI tl gRM ^sfpT ^r, f%#fT ft# ir # 1999-00 # 

^cRT % W # ^ % *** % 3lk ^ ^ % ***% 

#I 

(vi) j(Rftra> ci8ii 3if%JT ^cft>: jn#ra> ^ araft ^ 
#M # 1999-00 # ir g>I# ftRIM # t ^lft> 3 jRr 

atftgJcR #t 7?r I 

(vii) ^/nft: # elTORrlT ^ ^-araft ^ # 

1999-00 # fcM ir ftRrae # I 

6^. wilticpiy) % aft dsn Tfftft aipnft w gc3> ^ ^ 

aira^ # ^iiIhci ftM t, ftaft gvft ^ ftpf ftghnr 

ftj^iT ^ *fl\Kii dsji aft vn^ aisrar 

^3M>t gwfft ^ I 


^ ftiT tp, "^hr-sift #M ^ ftEfrjnr gsft 

^TM Wift‘T>iyl % TTTcf # <1l'Wft<t> ^TTM-^flM ^ JRft ftj^ t 
ftRT% yy<^ ^r?Tft ^ fttr aj<J>cl '3WI«H-enM ^ ft t lt -ju i ftj^IT ^ 
^ ftnfft ^5^ W ^ ^3M ^TIMM aflT <i l <dftc1> 





[MFTI— 1 ] 


MR<T "SFr TTsm : 


27 


^ eziH ^ yfirpn I ^ ^ vjiixj 3T^fe ^ 

#JH iT?ir ^TTcf ^ wncFT ^ ^ t i 

eq. Tjil^raji^ It? ^ t ^ 

^ ^tlPT ^ 3nt ift ^ lit I wf^, '3#IT IRf '««i<$| ■'TTcT ^ ^ 
1^ ^ lit t I 

IQ. yill^chl^ ?1SJT 3Rr §c^ct> ^'J>l'^ IRT ^ irf ?IT 

^ sniiR ’Ti stT^f u? ’ft ifrc ?f5^ f 'd^it^i ^ Wet araf^ ^ 

ct5lHd cf>cl(J| ctsn cftldd-Mfcldtf ^ ^3IT % 
nTcf ^ OTura ^ ^3n % I 'dM'<icKt ^ f'j II? n?Fr? 
litT iraidT t '3?ii? ^ ^ snramt ^ isira-sral^ ^ 

■^tlH ^ stfet ^ t 1 ^3?II? ^ ctan ctRMdTii 

Rk i tc; <dei<g' incf ^ 3nii \3«icj<i> '^f 3 )I'xiR<t> jtfcfFiirt ^ ^>rot ^ 
^ I U? ^ tg tF?T mic'iM ^cgi 

■^TTflt^ g)7 ^ ■?! st% 'll? ^ i^'i'd'jRt ^ ^ ■^wraiTT % 1 

1 1, P i u i k ? inftw ^ If Mie^tM Rrwet# am 9a> ( 5 ) ^ 
3WETR niaFiR aft ^ im aaiift t aft naif^ ^ 

ataa aa s# an^ a?fr smat ^aatff^ ^ aft amtaat t I ^Rtif Rmaat 

^TTg^ % a? atar f^mr t lia^ atet aa ataaMt ^aai ^ amta ^f aic^ 

v3#a ^ 1^ aftaa 1695 w af% a?^ ^ 3375 m af% aa^ ^ ^ 1^ 

^isPT aa atm ?mt a%at 1 a? iff atat f^mt mcaaitft !^c4> aft aiaat ^ 
■% aiaif atat aft aftaa aafra aft Rract Raft aftaa am ^ anaifti 
la# axH’W'W , aftaa a^t, afraa aflt^, asftRta ctra if aatm ?TRt ^nff lat 
atait ^ ^ iff^fa ^ sttaRff aa amaM aft an^ aia^ ^ aftf^ ^ 
aafat ^ I 

^9.. vjaTTa % HiI5ia>i^t ^ mra t^RrRraar area aifuta am l^RiPiaa 
amt ^ aaaaf aff aita iff anfim fepm t afta tRia t f^ Rraa 23 ( 3 ) 
^ a?cf Rroifaai aaffatt aa cnij a§ ^ t 113 ^ aifeaiRt mr anfft^ 
^ ata^ if araifta affifa ^m aa ^^at^ aft sfta iff t^mr f^tatif 
3 n^ if a5?t aat t PiR'c aif^taa^ aft mfla ^ a? Rtw^ Raa^ aR ^ 
araa ^ arfer aagsfr ^ anara ^ araa if amfta aafraf aft araaftm 
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in 3 fT 5 IIRI t I STcraPT ^ mRuIIHW^ Rlf^ mRicRRt U? isitxf 

^ nrsa f % 3)i|4)4) ^ amncT % ■nm ^ 

^3^ cf^ diwRcp srf% fRt an^ign ^ gcg^ 

g5T 3wr<i CRT gnt; i gRT g? ■>ft Rn>tg fen ggr fe fer % 
anmfef csni^fe ^ nien'M ^cg? cpng ^ g^ g^gm gfe- 

grgRr ^ gRn g^ 5i1% g^ ^ ggfe t i gfe nrggM g^t fen 
gnt; gt gRfer g^ gRgfe^ sTf% g?f >jiyi^fn g# feft I 

73, g?JTg It Mif?1cRRt gg emg giiRgi % ^ gm^ ^ 

RiRiPigg arggr fetft gngnr g^ fer ^ ^ gg ^ggr ^ Rtfer g^ 

3TR ^ aRpg fem I ^gct ^ greg^ g^gg ^ 11.2 ^ 'jcimo g>t 

gftxf g^ 3flg giRgi ^ ?gr git gjT ^ fegt fe 112 t gigg^ ^cg> 

CRT gg cTcgncT gfegFnn feg gn% gt 3ng?gg>gT t ^ ^ angrag? gt gigg 
TtgiR gRar | 3 n gun anr; aftg niggyM ^cg> gt gn^ g^gt gg fe^ 
gRRtia t g?^ feR crt tt gnt; i ^grt g? f^rfrt wfet g# gi?r grag gn^ 
t I tggt t 3 nt g? 'tl gtg fem fe gijtdg 11.3 ^ fe>rtgg> ^ggg t g? 
feriRa gR’t at gRa^ rr^'" t fe ggr fegft giaggfe ^c^r gt grnna gR t% 

^ grag ^ gnt g?t 3tggi jggr^ fet i 

74. g iit g iTt g? feg# .gRt f fe ^gj gfe t tgrg^ tfe gtcftsi^gr; 
^tcattRigr ^ Rrarg fe# tt fertaiR t grigrPrar g^ gt t I grigtg 
gRt grR tg# tt t\ nioDg i ^g i, ?D^RtRrgr % ggg ataRr ggr RtsR ggt ^ 
tiag gig^ igcT gn ferfa g# fegi afR feta israt t tt gr^giRrai 
g^ gt t I RtgfrgtarfeR^ggf, gtct^iar gigt a?im a«n angrag? at 
viggrgj gRR gg angia ang 5 ^ ^ arraR gg feiRft gRt t fe gig^ t?’'- 3 t 
ctwg 3 TRI tat ^ gig^ gtct gg angia gt 1999-00 ^ tRrg fg 63648 
gife ^ iiagR ana argRi t gjRi ^ ggi I gig^f tafi % angra ’ft aft i 999 - 
00 ft 2021 ggtt ^ t, aria argRi ft aagR gjar ^ gg i angiag? gra aigi 
fear ggr fe fergft atgfeft ^ tRia aft aiRig^ anaia feg gg ft gig arfftg 
d i ggia ggfeg gg ft 1 Miiftg>ift gft g? ftta gRgi g^rggift cigar t fe gig^ 
ftftt gft tft^agrg ana ftfti ft |g anaia atia-aigRr ^ ftRig aagR gjar g? ggi 




[•HFr I—1] 




IS. 3RI: ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

w ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

f^sr^ T]ra cWT ^rtter yfi^ ^ ottjit ^un sn miBi<t>i^ 1 mc'i'^tJt 

^ ^ f^nnkgj it ^ ^ t i Jnt&gji^ ftMt g5^ t ^ 

^ ^ 31 ^ 3 r^ ^ ^ ^ smra it •itt ^ ^ ^ 
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MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

PIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTI-DUMPING AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NonncAnoN 
New Delhi, the 6lh May, 2003 

FINAL FINDINGS 

SubjectAnti-Dumping Investigations concerning Sunset Review of Anti-Dumping Duty on Imports of Pure Tcreph- 
thalic Acid (PTA) from Indonesia, Korea (RP) and Thailand. 


No. 14/9/2002-DGAD.— Having regard to the Section 9A(5) of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975, as amended in 1995 and the Customs 
Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti Dumping 
Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rules 
1995, thereof: 

A. PROCEDURE 

The procedure described below has been followed: 

(i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as Authority), 
under the above Rules as per Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff 
(Amendment) Act, 1995 and the Customs Tariff (Identification, 
Assessment & Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles 
and for Determination of Injury) Rules 1995 initiated Sunset Review 
to review the need for continued imposition of anti-dumping duty on 
imports of PTA (Pure Terepthalic Acid) as indicated in the original 
preliminary findings of the Authority dated 4^^ September 1997 and 
the Customs Notification No.85/97 dated 21®^ November 1997, Final 
Findings No. 14/1/1996-DGAD dated 19^^ March 1998 and customs 
notification No, 13/98 dated 28^^ April, 1998 originating in or 
exported from Thailand, Indonesia and Korea (RP) (hereinafter 
referred to as subject countries). A new Shipper review was also 
initiated on 13‘^ Oct 98 and 12*^ November 98 for the subject goods 
originating in or exported from Siam Mitsui PTA Co Ltd and PT 
Amoco Mitsui PTA Indonesia respectively vide No 7/2/98-DGAD and 
the final findings were notified on 16^^ June 1999. The findings of 
mid term review were notified vide notification no 26/1/98-DGAD 
dated 29/5/2000 recommending imposition of Anti Dumping Duty on 
imports of PTA from Korea (RP). 

(ii) The Authority notified the initiation of this Sunset review vide 
Public Notice dated 22""^ May 2002 published in the Gazette 
of India, Extraordinary, initiating anti dumping investigations 
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concerning imports of the Pure Terepthalic Acid classified 
under Chapter 29 under Schedule I of the Customs Tariff Act, 
1975 as amended in 1995 originating in or exported from 
subject countries. 

(iii) The Authority forwarded a cqpy of the public notice to all the 
known exporters (whose details were available in view of 
investigations conducted earlier) and industry/user 
associations and gave them an opportunity to make their 
views known in writing in accordance with the Rule 6(2). 

(iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the public notice to all the 
known importers (whose details were available in view of 
investigations conducted earlier) of subject goods in India and 
advised them to make their views known in writing forty days 
from the date of issue of the letter in accordance with the 
Rule 6(2). 

(v) The Embassy of the subject countries in New Delhi were 
informed about the initiation of the investigation in 
accordance with Rule 6(2) with a request to advise all 
concerned exporters/producers from their country to respond 
to the questionnaire within the prescribed time. A copy of the 
letter and questionnaire sent to the known exporter were also 
sent to the Embassy of the subject countries in New Delhi in 
accordance with Rule 6(3). Response was received from M/s. 
PT Polyprima Karyareksa, Indonesia. 

(vi) Request was made to the Central Board of Excise & Customs 
(CBEC) to arrange details of imports of subject goods made 
in India during the past three years, including the period of 
investigation. 

(vii) The Authority provided a copy of the initiation notification to 
the known exporters and the Embassies of the subject 
countries in New Delhi in accordance with Rules 6(3) supra. 

(viii) The Authority sent questionnaire to elicit relevant information 
to the known exporters/producers in accordance with the 
Rule 6(4); 

(ix) A questionnaire was sent to the known importers/user 
associations of the subject goods whose details were made 
available by the petitioner for necessary information in 
accordance with Rule 6(4). Response / information to the 
questionnaire was filed by the importer M/s. Indo-Rama 
Synthetics Ltd. New Delhi. 

(x) Information regarding injury was sought from M/s. Reliance 
Industries Ltd. (RIL), M/s. MCC PTA India Corporation Private 
Limited and M/s. Bombay Dyeing & Mfg. Co. Ltd., Mumbai. 
The total cost of production / injury information was furnished 
by M/s. RIL. M/s. Bombay Dyeing submitted some costing 
information regarding the product DMT. 

(xi) Cost investigation of M/s. RIL, Mumbai was also conducted to 
work out optimum cost of production and cost to make and 
sell the subject goods in India on the basis of Generally 
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Accepted Accounting Principles (GAPP) and the Information 
furnished by the Petitioner. 

(xii) An opportunity was provided to all interested parties to 
present their views orally on 23'^^ October 2002. All parties 
' presenting views were requested to file written submissions 
of the views expressed. The parties were advised to collect 
copies of the views expressed by the opposing parties and 
offer rebuttals, if any; 

(xifi) The Authority kept available non-confidentlal version of the 
evidence presented by various interested parties in the forma 
public file maintained by the Authority and kept open for 
inspection by the interested parties as per Rule 6(7); 

(xiv) in accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential 
facts/basis considered for these findings were disclosed to 
known interested parties on 9^^^ April 2003. 

(xv) **** in this notification represents information furnished by an 
interested party on confidential basis and so considered by 
the Authority under the Rule. 

(xvi) The period of investigation (POI) considered Is from 1®^ April 
2001 to 31®^ December 2001. 


B VIEWS OF THE DOMESTIC INDUSTRY. EXPORTERS. 
IMPORTERS. USER ASSOCIATIONS AND OTHER INTERESTED 
PARTIES & EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

2. The views expressed by various interested parties have been 

discussed in the disclosure statement. The views which have not 
been discussed earlier in the disclosure statement and those now 
raised in response to the disclosure statement are discussed in the 
relevant paras herein below to the extent these are relevant as per 
rules and'have a bearing upon the case. The arguments raised by 
the interested parties have been examined, considered and, 
vvherever appropriate, dealt in the relevant paras herein below. 


\ 

Initiation of Sunset Review 


3. The Designated Authority initiated the sunset review investigation of anti¬ 
dumping duty imposed on imports of Pure Terephthalic Acid (herein after 
referred to as PTA) originating in or exported from Indonesia, Korea (RP) 
and Thailand pursuant to the final findings notification No. 14/1/96 dated 
19/3/98 and subsequent review notification No. 26/1/98-DGAD dated 
29/5/2000. This sunset review was initiated vide notification no. 
14/9/2002-DGAD dated 22/5/2002. 
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C PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION AND LIKE ARTICLE 

The product considered in this investigation is Purified Terepthaiic 
Acid (popularly known as PTA and referred to PTA hereinafter in 
this investigation) 

PTA is classified under customs Sub heading 2917.36 of the 
Customs Tariff Act 1975 and further classified. under ITC 
29173600. PTA is a white free flowing powder fee from any visual 
contamination and is used in the manufacture of Polyester Staple 
Fibre (PSF), Polyester filament Yarn (PFY), Polyester Terythialate 
(PET), bottle grade resins and Polyester Filament Yarn film. 

The substitute for PTA is Di-Methyl Terepthalate (DMT). There are 
no arguments on the product under consideration. . The detailed 
technical description of these catalysts is indicated in the original 
investigation and* the related Custom Notifications. Since the 
present investigation is only a review under Section 9A(5) of the 
Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995, the Authority holds 
that the scope of product under consideration is limited to the 
original investigation as indicated above. 


Rule 2(d) relating to the definition of like article specifies that like 
article means an article which is identical or aliKa In all respects to 
the articles under investigation or in the absence of such an article, 
another article having characteristics closing resembling those of 
the article under investigation. F^om the first part of the definition of 
the like article, it is clear that the like article has to be identical or 
alike in all respects to the article under investigation. The scope of 
the term like article shall include those articles having closely 
resembling characteristics to those under Investigation only in the 
absence of article "identical or alike in all respects”. Therefore, the 
usage of the term “in the absence of" is of critical significance for 
interpretation of the term like article under the statute. There is no 
dispute that the words " in the absence of" have to be understood 
in the context of domestic industry alone \A^ether there exists a 
domestic industry producing the like article or not. In other words, if 
there is no domestic industry producing identical article, the law 
permits the Authorities to cover in the scope of the term even those 
articles, which have closely resembling characteristics. The 
Authority recalls that during the main investigations DMT was taken 
as a like article in the context of antidumping investigations in the 
absence of any domestic industry producing an article Identical to 
PTA.. In the instant sunset review, the Authority notes that there is 
a domestic industry namely. M/s. RtL producing an article identical 
to PTA, therefore, the Authority considers PTA produced'by the 
domestic industry as like article to the PTA imported from the 
subject countries in this investigation. There are no arguments 
under the Like article from any of the interested parties. 
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INITIATION, REVIEW, STANDING AND DOMESTIC INDUSTRY. 

Views of Importer M/s. Indo-Rama Synthetics (\) Ltd fIRSLV New 
Delhi. 


8. Indo Rama Synthetics (I) Ltd. (IRSL) wishes to submit that, this PTA 
Sunset Review case is an extraordinary case. The original case was 
initiated based on a complaint made by M/s. Bombay Dying & 
Manufacturing Company Limited (BDML) alleging dumping of PTA but 
Qiaiming injury on DMT an alleged like product. In the original 
investigation, the dumping values were determined on the basis of the 
product PTA whereas the injury analysis was completely based on the 
domestic Industry consisting of the DMT (a roped in like product). 
Thus, th@ causal link established was vague and weak with respect of 
PTA- Noticeably, the oligopolistic producer of PTA in the country M/s. 
Reliance Industries Limited (RIL) was excluded from the definition of 
the domestic industry under Rule 2(b) of the Rules 1995, being 
importer of PTA. However, RIL continued to be the concerned party 
and absolute beneficiary of the protection granted under the 
proceedings. The exit and entry of RIL from the definition of domestic 
industry in the present case has been conspicuous and obviously on 
the besis of their convenience and not strictly as per the provisions of 
Law in force. 

9. IRSL proceeded with a note of protest on considering M/s RIL as the 
domestic industry in the sunset review case though they had been 
expressly excluded as such in the original proceedings. In view of 
the special circumstances of the original case IRSL considers that in 
a sunset review the domestic industry definition cannot be 
completely altered by considering a company, which was expressly 
excluded from the domestic industry definition and now to exclude all 
others who constituted domestic industry. 

10. IRSL wishes to submit that the initiation of the case under Section 
9A(5) of Custom Tariff Act 1995 under Rule 5(1) has been clearly 
contrary to the express provision of Section 9A(5) and Rule 5(1) 
supra and is also in violation of the Article 11.4 of ADA 1995, Article 
5.8 of ADA 1995, Article 3.2 of ADA and Article 3.7 of the ADA as 
detailed hereunder. 

11. The instant sunset review case is initiated under the 
provisions of Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act 
1995 which reads as follows: 

a. The anti dumping duty imposed under this Section 
shall, unless revoked earlier, cease to have effect 
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on the expiry of five years from the date of such 
imposition: 

b. Provided that If the Central Government, in a view, 
is of the opinion that the cessation of such duty is 
likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of 
dumping and injury, it may, from time to tome, 
extend the period of such imposition for a further 
period of five years and such further period shall 
commence from the date of order of such 
extension; 

c. Provided further that where a review initiated before 
the expiry of the aforesaid period of five years has 
not come to a conclusion before such expiry, the 
anti dumping duty may continue to remain in force 
pending the outcome of such a review fbr a further 
period not exceeding one year. 

12. Corresponding provision of ADA 1995 are set out in 

Article 11.3, which reads as follows; “Notwithstanding the provisions 
of paragraph 1 & 2, any definitive anti-dumping duty shall be 
terminated on a date not later than five years from its Imposition (or 
from the date the most rrcent review under paragraph 2 if that 
review has covered both dumping and injury, or under this 
paragraph), unless the authorities determine, in a review initiated 
before that date on their own initiated or upon a duty substantiated 
request made by or on behalf of the domestic industry within a 
reasonable period of time prior to that date, that expiry of the duty 
would be likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and 
injury. The duty may remain in force pending the outcome of such a 
review. 

13. It would be clear from a plain reading of the Section 9A(5) and Arti 'e 
11.3 supra that prior to the initiation of the case under Section 9A(5), tne 

Central Government has to have an opinion while Article 11.3 lays down 
tne condition of the authorities to determine that the expiry of the duty 
would be likely to lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. 
Both the Customs Act 1995 and ADA 1995 places specific duty on the 
Authorities to arrive at a opinion/determination on the basis of the 
adequacy and accuracy of the information and evidences prior to the 
initiation of the case. 

Submission ^ m hy the IRSL after the Disclosure statement; 

14 On the issue of initiation, standing of the domestic industry and like 
product: wishes to reiterate its submissions made earlier in this 

respect wvr: rupruvv that DGAD can not over look the 
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provisions of Rule 5(4) which spells out specific procedure to be 
followed when the investigation is initiated suo-moto. 

Views of the M/s. Bombay Dyeing & IVlfg. Co. Limited, Mumbai 

15. The domestic industry has been immensely benefited in the last four 
and half years from the imposition of the anti dumping duty. There 
have been no imports of PTA during the April 2001 to 31®* 
December 2001. We firmly believe that due to the imposition of anti 
dumping duties, the imports from the subject countries stopped 
completely. This happened due to the fact that imports from the 
subject countries are not competitive at fair and non-dumped prices. 
Therefore, removal of the duties would certainly allowed exporters to 
resume their exports to India at dumped prices causing injury to the 
domestic industry. We, therefore, request that anti dumping should 
continue. It may be noticed that in spite of the anti dumping duty, we 
had incurred losses for the investigation period. 


Views of the Domestic Industry - Reliance industries Limited (RID 

16. It has been vehemently argued by IRSL that the scope of the 
domestic industry cannot change from the original investigation. It 
has further been stated that since RIL was specifically excluded from 
the scope of the domestic industry in the original investigation, the 
Designated Authority is not at liberty to consider RIL as part of the 
domestic industry. Under Rule 2(b), the term 'Domestic Industry’ has 
been defined as under: 

'Domestic industry’ means the domestic producers as a whole 
engaged in the manufacture of the like article and any activity 
connected therewith or those whose collective output of the said 
article constitutes a major proportion of the total domestic production 
of that article except when such producers are related to the 
exporters or importers of the alleged dumped article or are 
themselves importers thereof in which case (such producers may be 
deemed) not to form part of domestic industry. 

17. It-may be recalled that the definition of domestic industry was 
amended vide Customs Notification No.44/99-Cus(1SIT) dated 31®* 
May 1999 wherein the word 'shall’ was replaced with the word ‘may’. 
It has been brought out by the Hon’ble Designated Authority in its 
final findings dated 19**^ March 1998 that RIL stands excluded from 
the purview of the domestic industry, as it was an importer during the 
period of investigation. It is important to note that at the relevant 
time, the law did not give any discretion to the Designated Authority 
with regard to inclusion or exclusion of any importer from the scope 
of the domestic industry irrespective of the reasons for which the 
imports had been made. 
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18. In the present sunset review, the Designated Authority is required 
to examine the test prescribed under Section 9A(5) of the Customs 
Tariff Act for the domestic industry as it exists at the time of such 
review. There is no indication in the law directly or indirectly,-that 
the injury analysis is required to be restricted only to the domestic 
industry who had filed the petition for the original investigation. 
IRSL has not pointed out any provision of law under which the 
Designated Authority is restricted to carry out the Sunset Review 
investigation only in the context of the original complainant. Apart 
from this legal position, the entire jurisprudence of WTO' panel 
decisions suggest that the injury analysis even in a fresh 
investigation should be done for a substantial portion of the 
domestic industry and not restricted to only the complainants. 

19. An issue has been raised by IRSL whether the Sunset Review 
initiated under Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act has been 
initiated on the basis of a complaint made by domestic Industry 
under Rule 5(1) or suo moto under Rule 5(4) of the Anti-dumping 
Rules. We are shocked to see the averments made by IRSL 
imputing statements to the office of the Designated Authority which 
were never made. It appears that IRSL is surreptitiously trying to 
"create facts for ulterior motives. We request the Hon’ble 

Designated Authority to take serious note of such submissions. 

20. As regards the iegality of the argument made by IRSL, we draw the 
kind attention of the Hon'ble Designated Authority to the provisions 
of Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff' Act which casts a 
responsibility upon the Hon’ble Designated Authority to review the 
need for continuation of anti dumping duties if the conditions 
mentioned therein are met with. In fact, duties would cease to exist 
after a lapse of five years if the Designated Authority (D.A.) does not 
initiate an action to extend it further under'the provisions of Section 
9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act. Since the responsibility rests 
entirely with the D.A., there is no provision made under Section 
9A(5) for the domestic industry to request for the initiation of a 
Sunset Review. In fact, the representative of the IRSL has 
attempted to read the provisions of Rule 5 into Section 9A(5) of the 
Customs Tariff Act whereas no such linkage is envisaged under the 
present scheme of the Act and the Rules. . It is our respectful 
submission that the intention of the Legislature is primarily to be 
gathered from the plain language used, which means that attention 
should be paid to what has been said as also to what has not been 
said. Had the intention been to initiate a Sunset Review only at the 
instance of the domestic industry, then the legislature would have 
categorically made the provisions of Rule 5 applicable to a review 
case under Section 9A(5) also. Thus, it is abundantly clear that 
Section 9A(5) is a self-contained provision with regard to ‘Sunset 
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Reviews’ or ‘Expiry Reviews’ and there is no linkage with Rule 5(1) 
or Rule 5(4) as being sought to be made out by IRSL. 

21. As aforesaid, the rights and obligations of Sunset Review under 
Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act vests only in the DA as is 
evident from the language employed by the Legislature. It is the 
discretion of the Designated Authority whether or not to review the 
need for continuation of anti-dumping duties. 

22. In the instant case, it may be recalled that the DGAD vide its letter 
dated 27‘^ March 2002, sought comments from RIL regarding the 
need for continuation of anti dumping duties and the requirement of 
review under Section 9Af5) of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. RIL 
vide its letter dated 17^^ April 2002, informed the Designated 
Authority about its interest in proforma in which information is to be 
supplied by the domestic industry to assist the DA to arrive at 
appropriate findings under Section 9A(5), of the Customs Tariff Act. 
Thereafter, the DA in exercise of its powers under Section 9A(5), 
initiated review under notification dated 22"^ May 2002. RIL as a part 
of the domestic industry submitted information to the DA as called for 
in para 6 of the initiation notification dated 22"^ May 2002, to enable 
the DA to examine the need for continuation of duties. It appears that 
IRSL has completely misguided itself in presuming that the letter of 
interest by RIL in response to an inquiry by the Designated Authority 
or information supplied in response to initiation notification can be 
considered as a complaint. In fact, the absurdity of the presumption 
is writ large from the fact that the so-called complaint is subsequent 
to initiation of sunset review. Even the letter dated 17^^ April 2002 is 
merely seeking clarification from the office of the DA about the 
proforma in which information is to be provided and expressing 
interest that the DA should exercise powers to review under Section 
9A{5) of the Customs Tariff Act. It is also interesting to note that 
IRSL in its written submissions (para 2.09 & 2.10) dated 1®* 
November 2002 have themselves stated that there has been no 
formal complaint by the domestic industry in stark contradiction to 
the averments made in the earlier paragraphs of the said written 
submissions. In the aforementioned premises, the reference of IRSL 
to the present initiation as ‘illegal’ is itself, ironically, wholly devoid of 
legal basis and factual substance. 

Examination bv Authority 

23. It is confirmed by the Authority that it has initiated sunset review in 
exercise of the powers vested under Section 9A(5) of the Customs 
Tariff Act 1975 as amended on 22"^ May 2002. The Authority recalls 
that under the rule 4 (i)(e) of the Anti Dumping Rules, It shall be the 
duty of the Designated Authority to review the need for continuance 
of the Anti Dumping duty. 
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24. As regards the observations made by some interested parties that 
the requirements of the review are required to be fulfilled with 
respect to Article 5 of the Agreements of the Anti Dumping, the 
Authority recalls that under the Rule 23 (3) of the Anti Dumping rules 
made under the provisions of the Customs Tariff Act 1975 as 
amended, the provisions of the rules 6,7,8,9,10,11,16,17,18,19,and 
20 shall be mutatis mutandis applicable in the case of the review. 
This provision does not include Rule 5(1) so, it can be concluded that 
there can not be a linkage between the Rule 5(1) and Rule 23 in so 
far as review is concerned. Moreover, it is noted that Section 9A(5) is 
a self-contained provision with regard to ‘Sunset Reviews’ or ‘Expiry 
Reviews’ and there is no linkage with Rule 5(1) or Rule 5(4) as being 
sought to be made out by IRSL, As per 11.3 of the Anti Dumping 
Agreements, “Notwithstanding the provisions of paragraphs 1 and 2, 
any definitive anti dumping duty shall be terminated on a date not 
later than five years from its imposition (or from the date of the most 
recent review under paragraph 2 if that review has covered both 
dumping and injury, or under this paragraph), unless the authorities 
determine, in a review initiated before that date on their own initiative 
or upon a duly substantiated request made by or on behalf of the 
domestic industry within a reasonable period of time prior to that 
date, that the expiry of the duty would be likely to lead to continuation 
or recurrence of dumping and injury 

25. Hence as per the above provisions it is seen that the main observation 
of the Authority in the sunset review is to examine on their own initiative 
that the expiry of the duty would be likely to lead to continuation or 
recurrence of dumping and injury. The Authority in this case had called 
for certain information in its letter dated 2/^ March 2002 from the RIL 
(which was taken as the domestic industry during the earlier mid term 
review). RIL vide its letter dated 17^^ April 2002, informed the DA about 
its interest in the continuation of anti-dumping duties and also enquired 
about the proforma in which information is to be supplied by the 
domestic industry to assist the DA to arrive at appropriate findings under 
Section 9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act. Thereafter, the DA in exercise 
of its powers under Section 9A(5) has initiated review under notification 
dated 22'^^ May 2002. 

26. As regards the standing issue, it is observed that the Authority has in 
exercise of its powers under Section 9A(5) has initiated review. M/s 
Reliance Industries Ltd (RIL) though excluded from the scope of the 
domestic industry in the main investigation was considered as the 
interested party in this case with reference to rule 2©.of the Anti 
Dumping rules. As per Rule 2(b) of the Anti Dumping* Rules, the 
Domestic Industry means the domestic producers as a whole engaged 

in the manufacture of the like article and any .Here the Authority 

proposes to take PTA manufactured by the Reliance Industries Ltd as 
the like article to the PTA imported into India from the subject countries. 
The Authority further notes that M/s RIL has not made any imports 
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during the POI in this review and it is also observed that M/s RIL is the 
largest (having more than 50% of the domestic production) producer of 
the PTA, the subject goods, and has been taken as the domestic 
industry in the mid term review earlier by the Authority. The Authority, 
therefore, treats M/s RIL as the domestic Industry within the meaning of 
the rule 2(b) of the Anti Dumping rules in this sunset review. 

Dumping: 

Views of Importer M/s IRSL 

27. Without prejudice to the argument of illegal initiation of the sunset 
review, IRSL now wishes to deal with merits and maintainability of this 
case and submits that as per the questionnaire response of RIL filed on 
18'^ July 2002 itself, there are two admissions: 

(i) that there has been no import of the product concerned during the 
investigation period from the countries against whom the case has 
been initiated i.e. Korea, Thailand and Indonesia; and 

(II) Further, RIL has also admitted that during the investigation period 
that the product concerned has not been imported from any other 
country also. RIL also confirmed that whatever imports that took 
place even before the investigation period were under Advance 
License, not posing any commercial competition to domestic 
producers. 

28. Since there are no imports at all during the investigation period as 
per RIL admission itself, there is no continuance of any dumping, 
causing injury during the investigating period selected by DGAD at the 
behest of so-called petitioner. The imports of the product under 
investigation from the countries is nil which is di-minimus under 
provision of rule 14(d). 

29. These being the facts case the investigation deserves 

to be terminated forthwith as prescribed by the rules 14 (d) of the 
rules 1995. 

30 . IRSL also wishes to submit that in the case of Low Carbon Ferro 

Chrome (LCFC) case No.44/1/99-DGAD, the Designated Authority 
had itself determined that in absence of any imports during the 
investigation period neither there is a continuance nor there is threat 
of recurrence of dumping and, therefore, the case could not be 
maintained. 

31. The whole case has been initiated on the basis of presumption, 

presuppositions and wishful thinking without any information or 
evidence capable of being examined for adequacy and accuracy at 
the time of initiation of the case mainly on the following factors: 
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(i) That there will be significant import that will take place 
from the subject countries {no evidence submitted). 

(ii) That the prices of such imports from the subject 
countries will necessarily be the dumped prices (no 
evidence submitted). 

(iii) That the imports that will take place from the subject 
countries will have a causal effect on the domestic 
industry, which will necessarily, suffer injury due to 
such imports (no evidence submitted). 

(iv) That either no imports will take place from other 
countries or if they take place, they will be at non- 
dumped prices, or insignificant to have any negative 
impact on the domestic industry (no evidence 
submitted). 


Views of Domestic Industry - M/s. ^RIL. , 

32. Though we do not have the exact cost details of these producers 
who are dumping the product, as these would be. trade secrets and 
not disclosed. Based on the global PTA manufacturing cost analysis 
carried out by M/s. DeWitt. & Co. (USA), the normal value of PTA is 
calculated for the POI. Though the cost studies carried out by 
DeWitt & Co. is in 1997, there are no changes in cost except for the 
cost of two principal raw materials i.e. Paraxylene and Acetic Acid. 

33. RIL has obtained the statistics from Ports with regard to the imports 
of PTA. It is interesting to note that there have been no imports of 
PTA from the subject countries during the period of investigation in 
the domestic market. There have been some imports against 
advance licenses which are not relevant for the purpose of this review 
investigation in view of the fact that PTA imported against advance 
licenses is not subject to anti dumping duties as they do not enter the 
commerce of the country. 

34. It may please-be seen that under Section 9A(5) of the Customs 
Tariff Act, the maximum period for which anti dumping duties can be 
levied is restricted to five years. However, in terms of proviso to this 
sub section (5), the DA may extend from time to time the period of 
such imposition for a further period of five years provided it is of the 
opinion in a review that the cessation of such duty is likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. In this section, we 
are providing information with regard to the massive exportable 
surpluses in the subject countries, which would clearly indicate that 
the same would find their way into India if the anti dumping duties are 
removed, 

35. We would also like to state here that the fact that there have been 
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no imports of PTA during the course of the period of investigation 
from the subject countries is itself indicative of the uncompetitive 
nature of the prices of these countries. The cessation of the anti 
dumping duties on imports from the subject countries would certainly 
result Into recurrence of dumping. It is respectfully submitted that the 
fact that there have been no imports during the period of 
investigation is of no consequence in as much as the only test 
required to be examined by the DA is the ‘test of recurrence’, which 
in the instant case is adequateiy satisfied. 

Views of Exporter - M/s. PT Poivprima Karvareksa 

36. We make this submission on behalf of PT Polyprima Karyareksa 
following the public hearing at Udyog Bhavan on 23"^^ October 2002. 

37. Section 9A of the Customs Tariff Act (‘the Act”) which has Its origin 

in Article 11 of the WTO Anti-dumping Agreement (‘the Agreement”), 
provides that antidumping duty shall cease to have effect on the 
expiry of five years from imposition unless the Central Government, 
in a review, is of the opinion that the cessation of such duty is likely 
to lead to a recurrence of dumping and injury. 

38. It is not possible that the Central Government could reach an opinion 
in this review that the cessation of antidumping duty in relation to 
imports of PTA from Indonesia is likely to lead to a recurrence of 
dumping and injury. There have been no imports of PTA from 
Indonesia since 1999 and there is no positive information available to 
the Central Government, which demonstrates that there is even a 
likelihood that imports from Indonesia will recur, let alone the 
likelihood that there will be a recurrence of imports from Indonesia at 
dumped prices in the absence of antidumping duty. There is no 
reasonable basis upon which the Central Government can be 
satisfied that recurrence of dumped imports from Indonesia is likely 
in the absence gf anti dumping duty. That there may be recurrence 
of imports of the goods concerned from Indonesia is mere conjecture 
and has no factual basis. 

39. In its written submission to this review and in its oral Presentation to 
the public hearing, domestic producer Reliance Industries Ltd. has 
asserted that cessation of anti dumping duty is likely to lead to a 
recurrence of dumping but has provided no information of any 
change in circumstances which would reasonably lead to the Central 
Government forming an opinion that a recurrence of dumping from 
Indontsia is likely. The language of the Act and the Agreement 
make it very clear that there must be a demonstrated probability that 
cessation of antidumping duty will lead to recurrence of dumping. It 
is not enough that there is a remote possibility that dumping wilt 
recur in the absence of anti-dumping duty. 
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40. Reliance Industries Ltd. asserts that the fact that there have been no 
imports during the period of investigation is of no consequence and 
that the “test of recurrence" is inadequately satisfied. It is of note 
that in the two years immediately following the imposition of the 
antidumping duty imports from Indonesia continued but in the past 
three years there have been no imports from Indonesia. It is, 
therefore, cannot be assumed that it is the antidumping duty which 
has caused the cessation of imports from Indonesia. 

41 it is also of significant note that the complainant in the original 

investigation, which brought the imposition of the anti dumping duty, 
M/s. Bombay Dyeing, has made no submission to this review and 

appeared to have attended the public hearing at the behest of 
another party. 

^2, in summary, there is no evidence available to the Central 

Government which could reasonably lead to an opinion that 
cessation of anti dumping duty on imports of the goods concerned 
from Indonesia is likely to lead recurrence of imports of those goods 
from Indonesia at dumping prices. That there will even be 
recurrence of imports per se from Indonesia Is mere conjecture. 

Comments by M/s PT Poivo rima Karvareksa to the disrlng uro 
statement ^ --— 


43. The domestic industry has failed to provide the Designated Authority 
with anything of substance in support of its claim that In the absence 
of anti-dumping measures there will be a recurrence of imports from 
Indonesia at dumped prices. It asserts that “the cessation of anti¬ 
dumping duties from the subject countries would certainly result in 
recurrence of dumping” but provides nothing but rhetoric to support 
Its assertion. The domestic industry's case concerning the recurrence 
of dumping seems to rely on Its assertion that there are massive 
exportable surpluses in the subject countries and there have been no 
exports to India during the period of investigation. This surely does 
not demonstrate the likelihood of the recurrence of exports to India at 
umped prices in the absence of anti-dumping measures. We share 
the Authority s view that a recurrence of dumping on account of 

v^pw conclusive. We believe that this 

cLI r ® ^f^clusion that Designated Authority cannot be 

satisfied that the cessation of anti-dumping duty is likely to lead to a 
recurrence of dumping. 


Examination hv Au thority 
Dumping 


The Au.hcntv 


iS exco' 


ter s questionnaire to the known 
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exporters of PTA for the purpose of determination normal value in 
accordance with 9A(1 )C. However, none of the exporters mentioned 
in the main investigation responded to the Authority. The Authority, 
therefore, holds that the exporters from the subject countries have 
not cooperated with the Authority as envisaged under the Rules. The 
Authority also holds that the primary responsibility to establish 
normal value of PTA rests with the exporters/producers who have 
failed to cooperate with the Authority. 

45. The Authority also sent the importers’ questionnaire to the known 
importers of PTA. Only one of the importers viz. M/s. Indo Rama 
Synthetics limited, have responded to the Authority. 

46. As regards the export price, the Authority notes that none of the 
exporters/importers have furnished any export data of the subject 
goods from subject countries. The authority notes the contention of 
the domestic industry that there have been no imports oj PTA from 
the subject countries during the POl in the domestic market. The 
domestic industry has also added that there have been some imports 
against advance licences which are not relevant for the purpose of 
this review investigation in view of the fact that PTA imported against 
advance licences is not subject to anti dumping duties as they do not 
enter the commerce of the country. 

47. For the present Investigation, a request was made to 

DGCI&S Calcutta to furnish details of imports of the subject goods 
originating in or exported from subject countries during the POl. 
DGCI&S have now also confirmed that there is no import trade of the 
PTA during the POl from the subject countries. 

48. After examining the statistics furnished by the DGCI&S 

and claim of the industry, the authority concludes that no exports has 
taken place of the subject goods from the subject countries to India 
during the POl. in the absence of exports from the subject countries, 
the Authority does not propose to estimate the average export price 
of the subject goods from the subject countries to India during the 
POl. 

49. The Authority, therefore, holds the view that under such 

a situation, a recurrence of dumping on account of cessation of anti 
dumping duty is not conclusive and therefore, does not consider it 
appropriate to evaluate the norma! value with respect to the subject 
goods from subject countries. The Authority is of the view that as 
there are no exports of subject goods from the subject countries in 
India during the POl, there is no dumping of subject goods and In 
view of the absence of export price of the subject goods to India 
during the POl, the Authority is unable to determine the dumping 
margin In pursuance of the principle laid down in Para 6 of the 
Annexure I to the Rules. 
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INJURY 


Submissions made by the Domestic Industry 

50. As indicated, the test that is required to be applied by 

the DA in a sunset review case is to examine the likelihood of 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury in terms of Section 
9A(5) of the Customs Tariff Act. Therefore, the parameters and the 
tests applicable for assessment of material injury cannot be applied in 
the case of sunset review. In this connection, attention of the DA is 
also invited to the ruling of the Hon’ble CEGAT in the case of IBB from 
China PR (citation 2001 (127) ELT 629 (Tri-Del). However, since 
there is no separate proforma prescribed by the DA for a sunset 
review case, we are providing the requisite information in proforma 
IVA. Notwithstanding, our basic submission that the Application 
Proforma for new cases is not appropriate for a sunset review case, 
we would indeed like to bring to the attention of the DA that the 
domestic industry has benefited by the imposition of anti dumping 
duties on imports from the subject countries. 

51. The domestic industry during the period of investigation 

has sold PTA at an average price of Rs.**** per MT. The domestic 
industry has been able to sustain the existing price level primarily on 
account of the existence of anti dumping duties. The performance of 
the domestic industry can be seen from the' various economic and 
financial parameters as indicated. 

52, While the annualized production has marginal declined 

during the period of investigation over 2000-01 from ****/ MT to ****/ 
MT, the domestic industry has still been operating at a high capacity 
utilization level of ****%. As regards the quantum of sales, there has 
been an appreciable increase even though the sales have declined 
in value terms. The domestic industry has also been able to earn 
some profits on its sales even though the net sales realization has 
been low resulting in a lower level of profitability. 


Import of PTA from Indonesia,' 

‘hailand Arid Korea 


Qty(IVIT) , 

GIF $/MT 

99-00 

2021 

422 

00-01 

3955 

456 

1 

O 1 

O CM 
CM O 

NIL 

NIL 


53 As a result of present review, in the unlikely event that 
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the anti dumping duties are withdrawn, the prices of imported PTA 
from the subject countries would be landing at prices lower to the 
extent of the incidence of anti dumping duties. As a result, the Indian 
industry would also be required to bring down the prices to the same 
extent, which would wipe out the entire profit of the industry. This 
would take the domestic industry to a situation, which existed prior to 
the imposition of anti dumping duties. 

54 The expected fair price during POI for RIL with a 

reasonable return on its investment works out to Rs.***7MT. The 
withdrawal of anti dumping duties will certainly result in price 
depression, price suppression and eventual loss or severe loss of 
reasonable profit, which are more than sufficient to justify the 
continuation of anfi dumping duties on the imports of PTA from the 
subject countries. 


Injury Information to the Domestic Ind 

ustry 

Parameters/Years 

99-00 

00-01 

POI (A) 

Installed capacity Index 

100 

100 

100 

Production Index 

100 

101 

99 

Capacity Utilisation Index 

100 

101 

99 

Sales Indigenous Index 

100 

86.15 

90.86 

Exports sales Index 

100 

296.32 

184.43 

Captive consumption Index 

100 

98.57 

73.81 

Opening stocks Index 

100 

79.12 

76.6242 

Closing stocks Index 

100 

96.85 

100.883 

Profit Index 

100 

101,73 

91 

81.0172 

Employment Index 

100 

100 

100 

Market Share Index 

85% 

79% 

73% 


Submissions made by the Domestic Industry after Disclosure 

55. In connection with, we would tike to submit that we have given 
sufficient data and cogent reasoning to substantiate our case of 
extension of anti-dumping duties on imports of PTA for another 
five years. In this regard, we had also furnished the 
jurisprudence as has developed in European Union and the 
USA. It clearly emerges that the fact no imports have taken 
place from the subject countries in the immediately preceding 
period can never be a basis of arriving at a conclusion that 
there is no case for extending the duties. We would humbly 
request the Hon’ble Designated Authority to kindly take all the 
submissions made by us at the time of the public hearing and 
also the additional submissions dated 17*^ January 2003 before 
a final decision is taken. 




56 IRSL wishes to submit that the instrument of Anti 

Dumping Duty is not prescribed for providing protection per se 
unless there are positive evidence of significant Imports taking 
place,or likely to take place at the dumped prices causing 
injury to the domestic industry^ This instrument cannot be 
invoked oii mere surmises, conjectures, presuppositions and 
allegations not supported by positive evidences. 


57. It is submitted that there are no positive evidences 
provided by RIL, which lead to any remote reference on 
recurrence of dumping or injury. The possible positive 
evidence could have been order, LC, quotations, invoices for 
import from the alleged countries or even enquiry. In absence 
of all these positive evidences the pre-supposition of 
recurrence is only wishful and presumptions. 

58. If PTA has to be considered separately as independent 

Product which supposedly is in the present sunset review 
case as announced by DGAD during hearing, then capacity 
which stood **** Lac MT at the time of the initiation of the case 
has risen to **** Lac MT which shows increase of jn 

installation capacity. The production has shot up from **** lac 
MT to **** lact MT, a phenomenon growth of ****%. Capacity 
utiJization for the same period has gone up from ****% to 

****%, a growth of ****%. In fact, production of PTA has 
reported to be even higher than the installed capacity. 

59. On the price front during the period of imposition of anti 
Dumping duties i.e. from April 1998 to October 2002 the 

Rs.**** per kg. To Rs, 
per kg, an increase of ****%^ as compared to protection 
granted between ****% to ****% Even increase in prices 
during investigation period (average price during investigation 
periods IS Rs.**** per Kg.) are ****% higher than the prices 
when anti dumping duty was imposed. This price comparison 
IS based on RIL’s own prices lists available on website Alt 
these positive evidences are there pointing towards 
substantial growth and strength of the domestic industry 
whereby wishful threat of recurrence is nothing more than a 
day dream without an iota of evidence and therefore on this 
account the case deserves to be terminated. 


of M/s IRSL after Disclosure statement- There is 
neither any dumping during POI nor there are any chances of 
recurrence of dumping in future. There is neither any injury 
established during POI nor there are any foreseen chances of 
recurrence of injury or any other established factors as per 
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Annexure 11 generally and sub-rule VI I of Annexure II of Ant¬ 
dumping Rules. The only unsubstantiated submission made 
by Domestic Industry is allegation of massive exportable 
surplus without any proofs of facts, of Its possibility of exports 
to India like enquiries, purchase orders, expression of 
interests, confirmed orders, LC's and allied documents. There 
is merely an allegation, conjecture and refers to an extremely 
remote possibility. The fact Is that there have been no exports 
of PTA to India during POI even from non-target countries 
despite reduction in custom duties and Nil Anti-Dumping 
Duties. In the light of above, IRSL, while reiterating the 
submissions already made earlier, submits that the 
examination leads to a conclusion of no material threat or 
recurrence of Injury. 

Views of M/s MCC PTA India Corp. Private Ltd : 

61. The price trend of the PTA is already moving downwards from 
August 2002 in the international market as well as in the 
domestic market. 4 million tones of extra PTA would become 
available in the international market in the next year due to the 
commissioning of new plants and also due to the capacity 
expansion of the new plants. This poses a materia! threat of 
injury to the Indian PTA producers. Thus revocation of the anti 
Dumping duties would result in the dumping and recurrence of 
serious injury. 

Views of M/s MCC PTA India Coro. Private Ltd after Disclosure 

62. With the recent addition of capacities, supply of PTA has 
outgrown the corresponding demand in the international 
market. The market Imbalance has further been aggravated 
by the drastic reduction of operation since March 2003 by the 
Chinese polyester manufacturers, the main importing market 
of PTA which absorbed more than 4 million tons of imported 
PTA in the year 2002. Consequent to such reduction of PTA 
demand in China, a huge quantum of PTA is floating in the 
Asian market and the threats of dumping looms large in the 
domestic market. 

Examination by the Authority: 


63. The Authority notes that as per Section 9A(5) of the 

Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 1995 “ the anti 
dumping duty imposed under this section shall, unless 
revoked earlier, cease to have effect on the expiry of five 
years from the date of such imposition: 
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Provides further that if the Central Government, in a 
review, is of the opinion that the cessation of such duty is 
likely to lead to continuation or recurrence Of dumping and 
injury, it may, from time to time, extend the period of such 
imposition for a further period of five years and such 
further period shall commence from the date of order of 
such extension: 

Provided further that where a review initiated before the 
expiry of the aforesaid period of five years has not come 
to a conclusion before such expiry, the anti dumping duty 
may continue to remain in force pending the outcome of 
such a review for a further period not exceeding one 
year”. 

> 

Also under Rule 11 supra, Annexure-ll, when a finding of 
injury is arrived at, such finding shall involve determination 

of the injury to the domestic industry, “.taking into 

account all relevant facts, including the volume of dumped 
imports, their effect on prices in the domestic market for 
like articles and the consequent effect of such imports on 
domestic producers of such articles....” In considering the 
effect of the dumped imports on prices, it is considered 
necessary to examine whether there has been a 
significant price undercutting by the dumped imports as 
compared with the price of the like article 1n India, or 
whether the effect of such imports is otherwise to depress 
prices to a significant degree or prevent price increases, 
which otherwise would have occurred, to a significant 
degree. 

For the examination of the impact of the dumped imports 
on the domestic industry in India, indices having a bearing 
on the state of the industry as production, capacity 
utilisation, sales quantum, stock, profitability, net sales 
realisation, the magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. 
have been considered in accordance with Annexure II (tv) 
of the rules supra. 

Since under the present investigation it is to be evaluated 
as to whether cessation of anti dumping duties would lead 
to continuance or recurrence of dumping and injury, the 
Authority has considered appropriate injury parameters as 
indicated in Annexure !l(iv) of the Rules supra to evaluate 
this aspect. 

64. The Designated Authority is required to examine whether the 
cessation of the existing duty is likely to lead to continuation 
or recu.neiice cT dumping and injury. The injury to the 
industr, is, therefore, required to be examined in 
Hie <.oote^t of coiHtnuafioo or recurrence. Further, 
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existence of anti dumping duty in force is required to be kept 
in view while examining the injury to the domestic industry. 

65. Thp Authority has gone through the submissions made by the 
domestic Industry and the importer as mentioned above. The 
Authority notes that there have been no imports of subject 
goods from any of the subject countries during the POL In 
view of this fact the Authority notes that there has been no 
volume injury to the domestic Industry during these periods. 

66. M/s RIL, the domestic Industry has claimed that the domestic 
industry has been able to sustain the existing price level 
primarily on account of the existence of the Anti dumping 
duties. The domestic Industry has also claimed that their 
quantum of sales have increased though the sales have 
decreased in the value terms. They have also added that he 
expected fair price as worked out by them is Rs ****/MT 
during the POI for the subject goods and withdrawal of the 
Anti dumping duties would certainly result in price depression, 
suppression, and eventual loss or severe loss of reasonable 
profit which are more than sufficient to justify the continuation 
of Anti Dumping duties on the imports of PTA from the subject 
countries. 

67. As regards the price injury, the Authority has examined 

the various injury parameters as per the Annexure 11 of the 
Rules of the Anti Dumping. 


(!) Volume of Imports and Market Share: It is claimed by the 

domestic industry that there has been no Imports of the subject 
goods during the Period pf Investigation from the subject countries. 
The Authority has examined the volume of imports frorri the subject 
countries as made available by the DGCI&S and concludes that 
there has been no import of the subject goods from the subject 
countries during the POL From the information made available to 
the Authority, It is noted that the market share.of the domestic 
industry has declined from 80% in 99-00 to 64% during the POL 
The demand of the subject goods has not shown any significant 
change during POI and previous two years. For calculating the 
demand, the Authority has taken into account the sales of the 
domestic Industry, production of other producers as made available 
by the domestic Industry (None of the other producers has 
submitted any relevant data) and volume of imports into India. 
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Market Share 


99-00 

00-01 

2001- 

02A) 

Domestic Ind % 

80.92 

69.97 

64.98 

Others 
producers % 

14.61 

29.01 

35.01 

Imports % 

4.47 

1.01 

0 


(ii) Capacity Utilisation: The Authority notes that their capacity 
utilization has increased during the POI as compared to previous 
years. The Authority notes that capacity utilization of the subject 
goods continues to be high during the POI as also during the 
previous years. 

(iii) Production: The production of the subject goods has shown a 
marginal improvement during the POI as compared to earlier 
periods. The Authority notes that the domestic industry has been 
able to achieve high production during the POI and previous years. 

(iv) Sales Volumes: Sales have declined in terms of quantity and 
value during the POI as compared to previous years. They have 
declined by ****% in quantity and****% in value from 1999-00 to 
2000-01. However, the sales volumes have shown an upward 
increase by ****% ternn of quantity from 2000-01 to POI. 

(v) Exports: The domestic industry has been able to achieve a 
significant export growth during the POI in terms of quantity as well 
as value over 99-00. In fact, the domestic industry has increased 
export sates of ****% in terms of quantity and ****% in terms of value 
over 99-00. 

(vi) Opening Stock & Closing Stocks: The opening stock has 
considerably declined during the POI as compared to year 99-00 
v'hile the closing stock has remained largely the same. 

■vii) Profit/Loss: The profitability of the domestic industry has 
declined during the POI as compared to the year 99-00. 


The Authority has taken into account the aforesaid Indices 
regarding injury and the existing anti-dumping duty on PTA Imports, 
while doing the final determination so as to arrive at conclusions as 
to whether the withdrawal of existing anti-dumping duty is likely to 
lead to continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. 

While determining the non-injurious price for the like articles for the 
domestic industry, the Authority has used the actual cost of 

produascn ot "he svibiect goods to determine optimum cost of 
producHon lomesxc.: industry which would take into account 

The norm^ABd norms and the actual price of the 
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raw materials which are consumed for the production of the subject 
goods during the period of investigation. 

69. The Authority notes that the Net Sales Realisation of the subject 
goods has not been below the NIP during the POI so there has 
been no underselling of the subject goods by the domestic 
Industry. 

70. The Authority further notes on the basts of the information 
provided by domestic Industry and other interested parties that 

domestic industry has not suffered any price undercutting and price 
suppression for the POI, as there has not been any imports of the 
subject goods from the subject countries. In view of the above, it can 
be concluded that the domestic industry has not suffered any 
material injury during the POI on account of imports frorrr subject 
countries. The decline in the market share and profitability for the 
domestic industry may have happened on account of internal 
competition from the other domestic producer of the subject goods 
and therefore there does not appear to be enough evidence to 
suggest that cessation of anti dumping duty would cause recurrence 
of injury and dumping. 

71 As per the section 9A(5) of the Anti-Dumping Rules, in 

the case of Sunset Review, the Central Government has to form an 
opinion that the cessation of anti dumping duty is likely to lead to 
continuation or recurrence of dumping and injury. M/s. Reliance 
Industry has claimed that in the absence of antidumping duty on the 
subject goods, the domestic industry would be forced to reduce its 
price immediately to the extent ranging from Rs.1695 PMT to 
Rs.3375 PMT. It has also been claimed that withdrawal of anti 
dumping duty would result in the landed price of the subject goods 
becoming less than the net selling price of the domestic industry. 

This would result in price depression, price suppression and eventual 
loss of reasonable profit, which are more than sufficient to justify the 
continuation of the anti dumping duties on the imports of PTA from 
the subject countries. 

72 The domestic Industry has also drawn the attention of 

the Authority towards the provisions of De minimus dumping margin 
and De minimus volumes indicating that these are not applicable to 
the Sunset review cases under Rule 23(3). Further they also aver 
that Rule 14 has not been made applicable in cases of Sunset 
Review under Rule 23(3). They have also drawn the attention of the 
Authority towards the judgment made by Hon’ble CEGAT in the case 
of IBB wherein the Order States that Designated Authority should 
record a finding that import of dumped articles into India causes or 
threatens material injury to any established industries in India. As a 
result of this provision. Designated Authority was bound to examine 
whether import of IBB from China PR will threaten material injury to 
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any established industry in India in case the anti-dumping duty, 
which was in force, is discontinued. It was further held by the 
CGEAT that as a consequence to the imposition of anti dumping 
duty on IBB imported from China, the domestic industry might not 
have suffered any injury during the present period of Investigation. 
When the anti dumping duty is discontinued would any threat of 
material injury to Indian Industry recur. 

The domestic industry has further drawn the attention of 
the Authority towards the WTO Panel Decision on the Issue of De¬ 
minimus or no imports In case of US-Drams from Korea. The Panel 
examined the text of Article 11.2 of the Anti-Dumping Agreement and 
rejected Korea’s assertion that Article 112 requires immediate 
revocation of anti dumping duty as soon the importer is found to 
have ceased dumping and that the continuation of an anti-dumping 
duty is precluded a priori in any circumstances other than where 
there is present dumping. The Panel further noted that the Sunset 
provision of Article 11.3 envisages a determination of whether the 
expiration of an antidumping duty would lead to a continuation or 
recurrence of dumping. 

The authority notes that none of the exporters has 
participated in this investigation except M/s. P.T. Polyprima, 
Indonesia. However, the cooperating exporter M/s. PT Polyprirna, 
Indonesia had not exported any subject goods from Indonesia during 
the POI and previous years and nor they have participated in the 
earlier investigations. From the import statistics made available by 
DGCI&S Kolkata, the domestic industry and the importer, the- 
authority notes that import of subject goods from countries other than 
the subject countries have declined from 63648 MT during 1999-00 
to NIL MT during the POI. Even the imports from the subject 
countries have declined from 2021 MT during 1999-00 to nil during 
the POI. It has been claimed by the importer that even higher imports 
during the earlier periods have all been routed through advance 
license. The Authority finds it significant to note that imports from 
even countries other than subject countries have declined to NIL 
during the POI. 

The Authority, therefore, does not find merit in the 
submission of domestic industry that their net selling price of the 
subject goods would get reduced to the extent of anti dumping duty 
which had earlier been imposed during the original as well in the 
review investigations, if the authority revokes the anti dumping duty 
in this present sunset review. The Authority notes that even in the 
absence of anti dumping duty from countries other than subject 
countries, no imports have been taken place with respect to subject 
goods. The Authority further notes that the decline in the imports 
from the countries other than subject countries has happened 
despite reduction in the customs duty. It is also noted by the 
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Authority that demand of the subject goods in India has not shown 
any significant change during the POI as compared to previous 
years. The Authority, therefore, notes that there Is no basis for the 
domestic Industries claim that in the absence of Anti Dumping 
measures there will be a recurrence of imports from the subject 
countries and consequent injury to it. The Authority therefore cannot 
conclude reasonably that existence of Anti Dumping Duty has 
caused the imports to decline to zero from the subject countries 
when the imports from countries to which no Anti Dumping duty 
applies have similarly declined to zero. 

76 In line with the observations made by the CEGAT, the 

Authority has further analyzed the fact that as a result of the 
withdrawal or discontinuation of anti dumping duty, would there be 
any threat to the domestic industry in terms of recurrence. The 
Authority notes that sub-rule VII to the Annexure II of the Anti- 
Dumping Rules states that a determination of the threat of material 
injury shall be based on facts and not merely on allegation, 
conjecture or remote possibility. The change in the circumstances 
which would create a situation in which the dumping would cause 
injury must be clearly foreseen and imminent. The domestic industry 
has claimed that there exists a massive exportable surplus in the 
subject countries, which would clearly indicate that the same would 
find their way into India if the antidumping duties were removed. 
However, with regard to the other factors, no threat of injury had 
been claimed by the domestic industry. The Authority, therefore,' 
concludes that evidence presented by the domestic industry does 
not demonstrate the likelihood of the recurrence of exports to India at 
dumped prices in the absence of Anti Dumping measures. 

77. The above economic indicators imply that the cessation of anti 
dumping duty on the subject goods will not lead to continuance or 
recurrence of dumping and injury to the Domestic Industry and 
therefore the Authority recommends discontinuance of the anti 
dumping duty on the subject goods. 

78. Landed Value: In the absence of any imports of subject goods from 
the subject ^countries during the POI the authority could not 
determine the landed value of the subject goods from the subject 
countries. 


D. CONCLUSIONS: 


it is seen, after considering the foregoing that: 
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(i) Pure Terephthalic Acid (PTA) originating in or exported 
Indonesia, Thailand, and Korea (RP) has not been 
exported to India during the POl. 

(ii) The domestic industry has not suffered'material injury 
from the import of subject goods from the subject 
countries. 

(iii) Various economic indicators and injury parameters 
imply that the cessation of anti dumping duty on the 
subject goods will not lead to continuance or 
recurrence of dumping and injury and therefore the 
Authority recommends discontinuance of anti dumping 
duty on Pure Terephthalic Acid (PTA) exported to India 
from Indonesia, Thailand and Korea (RP). 

(iv) An appeal against this order shall lie to the Customs, 
Excise, and Gold (Control) Appellate Tribunal in 
accordance with the Act supra. 


L. V. SAP’THARISHI, Designated Authority and Addl. Secy. 
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